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HAVE been asked to say a few words about the Unification and Registration of our profession, 
with regard to which I have been privileged to play a leading part during the term of my 
Presidency. 

As you know, I came into office immediately after the signing of peace in 1919, and found myself 
at the head of a Council of whose activity and energy it is impossible to speak too highly. With 
such an instrument at my disposal, and the support and goodwill of an extraordinarily loyal profession 
at my back, it seemed clear that the time had come to attempt that reconstruction of our organisation 
which had long been felt necessary. There was much: latent dissatisfaction, especially among the 
vounger men. It was felt that had the profession been able to speak with a single voice, we could 
have made it heard with far more effect than we did during the war, and in the initial stages of 
national reconstruction. Architects were divided into two main groups engaged upon more or less 
the same work, and these, though not perhaps actually hostile to one another, were in a position 
of rivalry. Instead of bringing their united weight to bear on subjects of importance to the profession, 
their force was dissipated in desultory efforts, sometimes not even in the same direction. he Royal 
Institute and the Society were harmful to one another, and the lack of a single and representative 
headship paralysed all attempts of the profession to intervene in public matters with the effect to 
which its numbers, and its importance in our social system, entitled it. The Institute itself needed 
knitting up far more closely with its offspring, the Allied Societies. 

This want of harmony of which I have spoken was, however, but relative and superficial. ‘The 
profession, as I have just said, is extraordinarily loyal, very free from jealousy, and ready and willing 
to work together for the common good. We have only to look for a moment at the divisions which 
ravage other liberal professions to see, with a justifiable complacence, that we are already far more 
advanced than they towards the ideal of unity ; that our task is, in comparison with theirs, a light 
one; and that we are actually on the verge of achieving such a solid and effectual organisation of 
British architects, as exists in no other profession in the world. Jt is a great and inspiring thought. 


The accomplishment is within our reach at this moment. Let us put aside any small differences 
of opinion as to methods, and make one final, courageous step—all together—to make the Royal 
Institute of British Architects the single organisation for the whole profession. The effort is well 
worth while. We are already unique—the greatest, most effectively organised, body of architects in 
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the world. In no other country has our profession attained such authority as the Royal Institute 


has achieved in this. Jt controls the whole architectural education in the Universities and Schools of 
the Empire: dispenses great honours ; ennobles the great architects of the world by the award of the 
Royal Gold Medal; sets the standards of remuneration of professional conduct, of examination, for 


all architects of the Kingdom; and, after revolutionising the conduct of architectural competitions, 


is now able to, and does, dictate just and reasonable terms for its members to every Government and 


Municipal authority with regard thereto. 
With Unity must come Registration—the closing of this great profession, whose proper practice 


needs long and costly training, to the unqualified quack. I do not propose to await the dilatory 


methods of Parliament, before getting Registration in hand. True, we shall need an Act to legalise 


it, and as soon as the final touches are put to Unification, we must get our Bill drafted, and push it 


forward. But it may take some time to get it through both Houses ; and there is no reason why we 
should not set up the Register at onee, 
order to which the Government will only need to give legal confirmation. Tt will supply the strongest 


for is needed, is practicable, and that reputable architects are 


with our own Registrar, and have a machinery in working 


possible evidence that the thing we as 
unanimous in demanding if. 
Matters have moved so rapidly during the past two years, that it may be convenient, at this 


moment, to reeall the steps by which we have advanced to the point at which we now find ourselves. 


At the very first meeting of my first Council, it was resolved, unanimously, to make a fresh effort 
to unify the profession ; a resolution which was acclaimed by the whole professional press. Next, a 
General Meeting of the Royal Institute appomted representatives of every architectural body in the 
impire, of the different classes of the Institute, of the Assistants’Union, and of architects unattached 
fo any Society, to form a Committee which should proeeed to organise the Unification and Registration 
of the profession. ‘This Committee was naturally a very large one. It met for the first time, an 
oceasion which will I think be marked hereafter as historical, on 20th July 1920; and appointed as 
its Chairman the President of the Royal Institute, and as Viee-Chairman the President of the Society, 
with the Hon. Seeretary of the Institute as its Hon. Seeretary. I take this opportunity of acknow- 
lova 


Chas. Ruthen and Mr. Keen. The hard work these gentlemen have done is known but to few, but it 


has entitled them to the hearty thanks of their profession. 
The proceedings of the Committee were notable for complete, and perhaps unexpected, absence 


support I have received from these two colleagues, Sir 
Pp] 54 


ledging with profound gratitude, t! 


of diseord ; they there and then set up a Sub-Committee to work out details, and elected its members, 


to the number of nineteen. Two alternative proposals were discussed and referred to the Sub- 
Committee : the first, the absorption of all architects into one great body ; the second, the federation 
of the existing bodies, and the formation of a central Council of their representatives. 

With no loss of time the Sub-Committee set to work, the record of their discussions forming a 
substantial volume. On Sth April they produced the expected report on the machinery for working 
out the two alternative proposals, which have become known as “* Scheme A” and ‘‘ Scheme B.”’ 
In order to prevent delay, this Report was communicated at once to all members of the parent 
Committee, so that they might be able to consult their constituents upon it, before meeting to receive 
it formally. 

The main Committee met again on 12th May last, and proceeded to discuss the Report. It is 
worth noting that this Committee has adopted the methods of the new diplomacy, approved of— 
but not followed by— the Peace Conference. Their meetings have not been private, but open to the 
press, With the result that the whole course of their discussion can be followed in the published reports, 
The result has fully justified the procedure. 

After full debate, the principle of “Scheme A” was adopted, nemine contradicente ; and the 


following resolutions were passed : 
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(1) That the principle of Scheme A—namely, the bringing of all the Architects of the United Kingdom into 
membership of the R.I.B.A.—be adopted as the basis for unification. 

(2) That the matter be referred to the Sub-Committee to consider details and report to the Main Committee. 

(3) That the Committee recommend the Royal Institute to draft such alterations to its Charter and By-laws as 
may be necessary to comply with the principle of Scheme A, adopted this day by the Unification and Registration 
Committee, and to confer with the Council of the Society of Architects as to conditions of membership. 

(4) That six additional representatives of the Allied Societies be selected by the Chairman and Vice-Chairman 
from the members of the Main Committee to serve upon the Sub-Committee. 

The effect of these resolutions is that the Society of Architeets has agreed to amalgamate with 
the Royal Institute, and form one great Organisation ; subject only to satisfactory arrangements 
with regard to classification. 

The Council of the Royal Institute immediately accepted these resolutions, appointed a Com- 
mittee to draft the alterations in the Charter and By-Laws needed to give effect to them, and directed 
a conference with the Society to arrange details. 

In the meantime, the Associates of the Institute had met Mr. Keen and myself to talk over the 
position, in so far as it concerns their own class. As you know, a scheme had been prepared for 
fusion of the Royal Institute and the Society in 1911 ; this proved abortive by reason of the opposition 
especially of the Associate class, which now consists, practically, wholly of men who have passed 
the Examinations. I felt therefore that they had a right to be consulted as to their views, before we 
went too far. It is pleasant to record that a high note of responsibility was struck at this meeting. 
The great importance of the movement was fully recognised, and the fact that some self-sacrifice 
was necessary by members of the Royal Institute in order to attain the end in view. I am convineed 
that we have the Associates behind us in our efforts. 

The President and Secretary of the Society, with Mr. Sadgrove, their Past-President, have, since 
that, met the Royal Institute Committee, and agreed general lines with them. 

It is felt that it is undesirable to make any serious alteration to the Associates class. A certain 
number of undoubtedly qualified members of the Society will join us as Fellows of the Royal Institute, 
others will join a new Class of “ Members R.I.B.A.” in which we propose to incorporate our own 
Licentiates. Members of Allied Societies, on the report of their Councils, will be admitted to the same 
Class, also unattached qualified men after scrutiny by the Council of the R.I.B.A. In order to 
strengthen the Associates class, we propose to institute a special examination for ‘* Members ” desiring 
admission thereto—from Associates they can proceed to the Fellowship subject to the present qualify- 
ing requirements. The “ Members ” class is to be closed after a certain limited period of invitation, 
and will thus expire in course of time, leaving two permanent degrees of membership of the Royal 
Institute—the Fellows, and the Associates. During their existence they will have voting powers, of 
what exact degree is not yet determined. 

Such is the general outline of the situation at the present date. The details have still to come 
before the Council, but it is well that you should know how far we have come along this long road—a 
road with far less numerous obstacles than we once feared. I do not hope that everyone will be 
entirely satistied with everything proposed. There are always some Who hesitate to take the necessary 
step, always some who criticise and raise objections—very useful people they are, too. But it is 
only by the sacrifice of some of our own pet views—we are all ready to sacrifice the views of others— 
that we shall attain real solidity and unity. We have never been so near it as on this 24th day of June 
1921. The finishing touches only are wanted to complete the structure we have together raised, with 
such pains and mutual forbearance. Who shall dare take the responsibility ot w recking on any selfish, 
any personal grounds—the Temple of Concord we are erecting, not for ourselves, but for the future 


good of those who follow us ? 
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DISCUSSION ON THE FOREGOING ADDRESS. 


Mr. HASTWELL GRAYSON [F.] (Liverpool) said the Presi- 
dent was quite right in saying that what had taken place in 
the period he had reviewed had been far and away the most 
important on matters architectural that had ever taken 
place, and they owed a great deal to him. He thought two 
things very greatly in Mr. Simpson’s favour were : (1) that 
he had got the Institute more into touch withthe provinces, 
and incidentally the provinces more into touch with the 
Institute ; and (2) he had advanced registration a stage 
further. In the provinces they were convinced 
tionists long before they were in London, but registration 
seemed hopeless without unification. They all felt that 
unification must be put in hand. No one liked it, but it 
The recent discussion in Partia 





registra- 


was absolutely necessary. 


ment on the Dentists Bill showed how everything de- 
pended on unity. One of the things the President had 
done was to get into touch with the Associates. It was 


absolutely necessary to carry the younger men, who were a 
strong and live force. So far as he understood the pro- 
posals, the Associates and younger men generally in the 
provinces would think very much as the Associates who 
recently met the President and Mr. Keen. They were ex 
tremely indebted to Mr. Simpson for initiating the Con- 
ference, and for giving them so lucid an explanation of a 
subject which bristled with difficulties. If they could get 
registration through in the next six or eight years he (Mr. 
Grayson) would be very well content 

Mr. GILBERT FRASER [ F’.] (Liverpool) said he always felt 
that the serious trouble, which seemed now to have dis 
appeared, in connection with unification was the Society of 
Architects ; 
Society had practically agreed to throw in its lot 
Royal Institute, and 
governing body. He 
Society of Architects, 
Liverpool would give whole-hearted support, 
were all very keen to see unity in the professi 
themselves enrolled with the governing body 

Mr. H. T. Buckvanp [F.] 
realised that registration 
whole of the profession. 
had been convinced that he had got 
was told he was t¢ 


it was very pleasant indeed to know that the 
with the 

make one headquarters and 
thought, on behalf of the Liverpool 
he was justified in saying that they in 


one 


because they 
mn and to see 
(Birmingham) said they all 
involved the roping in of the 
It looked rather like a man who 
which had to 
be remedied, and as soon as he take the 
medicine he began to jib. He thought they would find 
that that would be the case with a large number of mem 
bers of the Institute, particularly the Associate class. He 
thought it deplorable that any responsible architects should 
sign their names to such a letter as had recently appeared in 
the professional Press. Two of the signatories of that letter 
were Vice-Presidents of the Institute. He did not call it 
cricket that men who had been associated with the Com 
mittee which had prepared the scheme of unification should 
write a letter like that to the Press, a letter which cou'd not 
fail to do harm. If the went through, as_ he 
heartily hoped it would, they would all have to 
ledge a very great debt of gratitude to the President for the 
matter 


» disease 


scheme 
weknow 


work he had done in connection with the 

Mr. Tos. R. Mitsurn [ F.] (Sunderland) said that they 
in the North were very pleased with the unification scheme. 
The only difficulty that appeared to him was the distinction 
between Members and Associates, the of sufficient 
reward for work, and the expense of education 

Professor S. D. ApSHEAD [F.] said the members of the 
Council of the Institute appreciated what the President had 
done to bring this matter to the very 
which he had set out. It seemed they had come to two 
interesting points in the procedure 
it must be left to very careful diplomacy as to arranging 


ibsene 
satisfactory Issue 


one Was a stage where 
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terms with the Society of Architects, and he thought the 
best thing they could do was to leave it with those who 
were dealing with it without disturbing the negotiations at 
this stage ; and the second one, which was more important 
still, was gently to remind the Associates that in the past a 
great deal of opposition had come from that body, and 
that, if there was a unanimous wish on the part of the whole 
profession generally to bring about unification in so far as 
they possibly could, the Associates should approach the 
matter in a conciliatory attitude. 

Mr. Stantey Hamp [A.] said the Associates’ Committee 
had sat once, and were now waiting to receive suggestions 
or help from the Associates throughout the country. They 
would meet again next week, and it was hoped that the 
provincial societies would, as far as possible, give their 
views, so that they might, in drawing up the report to be 
received by the Associates, represent fully the feelings of 
the Associate class. He was quite sure that any suggestion 
brought before that Committee would be very carefully 
considered and the proposal would come forth with the 
unanimous support of that Committee. It was hoped that 
all the Associates would accept the verdict and support the 
decision. The whole matter would be thoroughly thrashed 
out and the interests of the Associates would be taken very 
seriously to heart. Most of the Associates had worked and 
studied hard to pass the examination, and that, perhaps, 
was one of the great reasons why the Associates were 
anxious that the honour they had gained through thei: 
hard work should not be lightly or unduly sacrificed. 

Mr. AkTHUR KEEN! F.], referring to the letter which had 
appeared in the Press on the subject of registration, said he 
Was quite at a loss to understand the purpose of that letter. 
It was totally inaccurate in its facts, and he could not 
see why it had been put forward. He had written a reply 
which would be sent to the leading societies. In the first 
place the letter said the proposal was to bring all architects 
in to the Institute, which was quite incorrect. The inten- 
tion was to invite all qualified architects to make applica- 
tion to enter the class for which they were qualified. The 
letter went on to say there was no reference made to regis 
tration in the Report issued by the Committee. As a 
matter of fact, the subject of registration was referred to 
again and again, and it was pointed out clearly that steps 
had beentaken. Therefore it was, in his judgment, totally 
inaccurate and misleading, and ought never to have been 
written. 

Maior H, C, CorLerrs [ F.} said there was one point only 
in which he was particularly interested, because he did not 
represent any body or party in the United Kingdom. He 
would like all members of the Institute, of the Society, and 
all men who were architects but were members of no 
society, to realise that there was an Empire, and that there 
were Dominions beyond the seas which had architects who 
were members of the Royal Institute amongst them, and 
they wanted in those Dominions to realise unity quite as 
much as architects did in this country. 

The Prestpent, in reply, said the unanimity of the meet- 
ing did the profession enormous credit. There was no 
other profession in which people of diverse views would dis- 
cuss such a question without an atom of bitterness and 
with a whole-hearted desire to attain the one end they had 
in view. He did not attach much importance to the letter 
which was sent to the papers, because there were always 
people who hesitated ; but so long as they all reached the 
desired end it did not matter how they started. They 
might not be able to meet every little objection—it was not 
at all likely that everybody would agree to everything—but 
they would all agree on the main things which mattered, 
and with a little spirit of give and take and self-sacrifice he 
was sure they could adjust such minor differences as 
existed. 








OFFICIAL ARCHITECTURE. 

By Maurice E, Wess, D.S.O., M.C. | F.] 
Read before the Liverpool Corference of Architects, 25th June. 
In accepting an invitation to address this Conference 
upon the subject of * Official Architecture ”’ I did so 
with considerable reluctance, well knowing that it is 
a thorny subject. At the same time it is one which 
must be faced both by architects in private practice 
and by those who are employed as architects by the 
Government and municipalities all over the country. 
In any discussion which may follow this paper, which 
is limited by order to 15 minutes, we shall all remem- 
ber that any grievances which private architects may 
have against the architectural bureaucracies that are 
now increasing in numbers and size are due to the 
systemand not tothe individual. Iamnotsure that the 
official architect is not in many cases the person with 
the greater grievance, as he is frequently employed 
to do work at a salaryaltogether incommensurate with 

his ability and the importance of his work. 

t is clearly open to every man to choose between 
the risk of making for himself a practice or entering 
into a salaried contract with a public body. The Royal 
Institute has a clear duty to perform in the case of 
either, for we must see that every avenue is kept 
open for the young architect, by competitions or 
other honourable means, to make for himself a 
private practice, and also that the terms of em- 
ployment of architects by public bodies are fair 
and equitable and that the men are qualified to per- 
form the duties expected of them. But beyond 
either of these it is the duty of the Royal Institute, for 
the good both of the public and of the profession, to 
do all in its power to assist in promoting the finest 
architecture. At the present time I think [ am on safe 
ground in saying that not only architects but everyone 
who is interested in the cities in which they dwell are 
all over the country becoming alarmed at the enor- 
mous growth since the war of Architectural Depart- 
ments in official bodies, and are asking themselves 
whether this is going to make for the best architectural 
results. Evidence that the publicis becoming genuinely 
interested in the architecture of their cities is shown by 
the growing membership of the London Society, which 
was formed in recent years by Londoners to watch 
over matters which affect or may affect the amenities 
of their city. The best known and the largest of these 
public departments is, of course, the Cftice of Works, 
now controlled by a new and sympathetic First Com- 
missioner in the person of Lord Crawford, an Hono- 
rary Fellow of this Institute. I quote this department 
as it is, I believe, the instigator of official architecture 
in this country, and what the Office of Works does 
to-day municipalities will do to-morrow. 

This department of State was founded in 1852 for 
the maintenance of public buildings, royal palaces, 
royal parks, etc., and as time went on it was entrusted 
with the design and erection of certain public buildings 
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of a special character, such as post offices. I think it 
will be recognised that under any form of government 
some such department is essential for this maintenance 
and repair work, for preliminary surveys and the 
supervision of estimates and contracts and general 
administrative duties. Of recent years, however, 
the Office of Works has shown signs of exceeding 
these duties. But during the war, owing to the 
need of conserving and regulating the supply and 
use of building materials, the Oftice of Works had 
many other duties thrown upon it—e.q., the designing 
and building of factories and the provision of various 
arrangements for our fighting forces in England and 
France. No architect was ever heard to grumble at 
their taking over such work during that difficult time. 
That they did the work well, though at a cost which 
will never be known accurately, is admitted, but, with 
one or two exceptions, I do not think the credit for it 
ever filtered through, as far as the public is concerned, 
to the individual designers ; and that, to my mind, is 
one of the principal objections to official architecture, 
upon which I will touch later. 

The point we are considering at the moment is that 
these developments resulted in an increase of staff of 
from 384 in 1913 to 581 in 1920, and in the estimates 
for the ensuing year it has risen to 997, nearly three 
times the pre-war number ; while in one year, 1919-20, 
the salary list for this class of employee alone had 
risen from £278,000 to £455,000. Some of this post- 
war increase is, of course, due to housing, of which the 
Office of Works and other municipalities have endea- 
voured to secure the lion’s share—work which can 
hardly be said to come within the sphere of a State 
Department in normal times, and will no doubt be 
dropped when the need for more houses is over. Dr. 
Addison was the pilot of these schemes. Now that 
the Government have dropped the pilot it is to be 
hoped that the course is clear for private enterprise 
again to take the helm. Many of us think that this 
work should not have been undertaken by the Govern- 
ment, and that they have placed a needless burden on 
the taxpayer by doing so. The enormous increase 
in staff in the Office of Works is reflected in the 
establishment of similar but smaller staffs all over the 
country. For instance, I understand that in this city 
the whole of the housing is being carried out officially. 
Nearly every County Council or municipal authority 
of any importance has followed the lead of the Office 
of Works and set up departments to deal with hous- 
ing ; housing directors, assistant directors, commis- 
sioners and other new officials have sprung up like 
mushrooms. Are they really necessary, and when the 
need for housing is over what will become of them ? 
Is not the danger very real that other architectural 
work will be found for them at the taxpayers’ ex- 
pense ? Already there are signs of this happening in 
London, though IJ believe the present need for economy 
has for the moment nipped some ambitious schemes in 
the bud. <A recent Cabinet Order, I understand, laid 
it down that the Office of Works should act for all the 
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fighting forces, 
which that 
prepared in 
ir Force College at Cran- 


departments of State except the a 
but already, almost before the ink witl 
Order ‘was written was dry, rote were 
the department fora Royal A 
well. Their design for a pylon at Hyde Park Corner 
will not soon be forgotten, and I believe that designs 
have also been prepared for a building to extend the 
accommodation of Somerset House on an adjoining 
site. A great building for the Ministry of Pensions is 
actually in course of erection from t] Re- 
cently,since the Government hasdeclared foreconomy, 
it has, I believe, been decided to give upthearchitectural 
or building departments of the three fighting services 
and hand over all building work required by 
well as the other departments, to the tender mercies of 
the Office of Works. What that means 
If the Office of Works decide 
their own office, it an enormous extension of 
official architecture, further increases of staff, and a 
very serious blow to the practice of private architects 
in this country. These are aJl portents of what we 
may expect, and we may furth 
of expansion of the duties of other official architectural 
bodies all over the countrv, with the quent in- 
creases of staff and salaries of which the taxpayer has 
had considerable experience recently in other 

In the time at my disposal | have only been able to 
touch very broadly on the growth 
the Office of Works as the prototype, 
any details which might lead into the more 
paths of acrimonious discussion rather than the broad 
highway of general principle to which I have tried to 
adhere. The broad questions before the Conference 
are these: First, do we as architects believe that the 
finest architecture is produced, or is likely to be pro- 
duced, by a system of private enterprise or of State 
officialdom ? It would be possible to say a great deal 
on the unfair competition which arises when architects 
have to compete for work with corporations and muni- 
cipalities who have the power and money behind them. 
It would be possible to say even more on the hardships 
which architects suffered during the 
the enforced stoppage of privat 
war owing to the ridiculous restrictions on so-called 
luxury buildings, a have done more than anything 
else to handicap the return to normality in the build- 
ing trade; but these are tg enter errs rs of past history 
now, and the question I have asked is th that 
really matters, and in which we may expect the public 
to take realinterest. Iam glad that this topic should 
be raised in this city, you have here the two 
great buildings of Elmes and Scott which help to make 
it famous, both of which are the product of individual 
genius, and both of which gave the opportunity to 
young men, by open competition, of making their 
mark in the world and of placing their names on the 
roll of England’s great architects. Could either have 
done this, working as part of a Government or muni- 
cipal machine ? Thatisa question not for me but for 
this Conference to answer. 
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The next question I should like to ask the Confer- 
ence to consider is this : What part does official archi- 
tecture play in assisting the profession to raise the 
standard of education in architecture ? Theirs is a 
golden opportunity, but has it been taken? In 
France the winner of the Prix de Rome is on his return 
given some building of public importance to look after, 
just a sufficient start for a young man entering on his 
life’scareer. Herein England | have not heard of any 
Government or Muncipal scheme of this sort. Again, 
[ am glad that this question arises in Liverpool, as it 
was in your school under Professor Reilly that Mr. 
Bradshaw, the first English Prix de Rome winner, 1 
ceived his architectural education. To help men of 
this calibre when starting by giving them independent 
positions of trust under the local authorities without 
interfering with their private work would be, I submit, 
of great benefit to the country and of great honour to 
the officials who originate it. 

One last question. Is there not a danger lest the 
great incentive of competition be lest in an ofticial 
architecture? Most men who are men have ambition 
to excel. Inany art an artist who is worth his salt be- 
lieves in his work and is proud of it. He likes to have 
it recognised as his. He resents it being labelled 
L.C.C. or Office of Works. I cannot he Ip thinking 
that any system which does that is, 7pso, facto, bad, and 
[ believe that the time will come when the al In- 
stitute will have to insist that any member of the In- 
stitute who works for a firm—and many big firms 
now, as you know, have large architectural statis—for 
a Government Department or fora Municipality, must 
only do so on the understanding that his name is at- 
tached as the designer of the building, and that he is 
properly recognised as its author. Again, I am glad 
that this point should be raised in Liverpool because 
you have here f the finest examples of modern 
commercial buildings in the world in the Cunard Build- 
ing we are to see to-day, and although I feel sure there 
is an architect's department in this shipping organisa- 
tion for administrative duties, there has been no at- 
tempt to obscure in its officialdom the names of the 
distinguished architects of their Liverpool oftices— 
Messrs. Willink and Thicknesse, Where in my opinion 
the officials who had the control of the whole of the 
site of this and the adjoining buildings made a mistake 
was in allowing the three to be designed and placed as 
they have been. Here was an opportunity for official 
architecture to function in a legitimate way and lay 
down the broad principles upon which this site, the 
gateway of England from America, was to be laid out. 
Americans, at their first landing in England, would 
then have been spared the conglomeration of towers 
and domes which display no sign of any attempt at 
composition and have no relation with each other or 
anything else. 

This paper is but a rudimentary sketch of my 
thoughts on Official Architecture : it is for you to ex- 
press an opinion on the effect of the growth which such 
architecture may have upon our art ; it is for you to 
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protest against its growth if you think fit or,if you 
prefer, to stimulate it. Whatever your decision is, it 
will carry great weight among your professional 
brethren in London, and if you can make it known to a 
wider and more important public I believe it will have 
important results. It is, at any rate, a subject of 
whom the First Aid Nurse would say ** Give him air.” 
I have endeavoured to do so without raising a storm. 
If there are any official architects present, as I hope 
there are, they will perhaps answer the questions I 
have raised, realising always that it is a difficult task 
to read a paper dealing with two branches of a tree 
which spring from the same root and grow difterent- 
coloured flowers. It would be simple to a botanist ; to 
an architect it presents a problem which in many 
years has found no satisfactory solution. 


Mr. W. E. WiILuink [ F.1, in opening the discussion, said 
Mr. Webb admitted it was appropriate that there should 
he qualified men to attend to architectural problems which 
occur in connection with any great organisation, and they 
all admitted that was the case. The great question was, was 
it good that official architecture should be conducted as it 
appeared to be going to be conducted in future ? It must 
be remembered that all those public affairs, whether muni- 
cipal or Parliamentary, were governed by people who were 
elected ; they had their own views as to how things should 
be done, and they were not, unfortunately, guided by those 
who had professional experience or high professional stan- 
dards. The first thing that entered the mind of the ordinary 
man when he had to decide whether a building shouid be 
put up by an official or a private architect, was the question 
of money. Was it not cheaper to have work done by the 
official architect ? The London County Council a few years 
ago had a difficulty with regard to one of its jobs which cost 
a good deal more than it ought to have done, but there was 
another job which cost less than it was expected to, and tlie 
loss on the one was put against the gain on the other, and 
the two were shown together. That made it extremely diffi- 
cult to arrive at any question of cost. People who worked 
for Government departments worked very differently from 
those who worked for private individuals, and once a 
man was employed on Government work or official work it 
was extremely difficult to get him out of office for a long 
time after he was really required. There was very little 
doubt that all Government offices, without exception, were 
very much larger than they ought to be, and consequently 
they were more expensive. The experience during the wa 
of bad management in high quarters was such that the na- 
tion ought to be wary of the danger of professional work 
done ina bureaucratic manner. There was another question 
which came into the mind of the elected man, and it was 
this: If a number of schools, a post office, houses, or even 
lavatories, were to be erected, was it not better to have them 
all done by one man who by hisexperience knew what ought 
to be done in technically fitting up such places? That, 
he thought, had an element of truth in it. The solution 
of the question might very well lie in collaboration ; he 
could not see why it should not be possible to utilise the 
experience of the Office of Works, or any other official 
architectural department, in the details of the work, which 
might not be solved inthe best way if put out toa private 
architect. He thought the meeting might, reasonably and 
properly, pass a resolution to the effect that the Conference 
views with deep and increasing anxiety the development 
of the official architect. 

Major H. C. CorLettre [F.] said he thought they should 
deal with the matter more from the point of view of the 
private citizen who was suffering from official architecture 
and they might arrive at some means by which they could 
persuade the electors that it would be in the interests of 
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the public at large if some other method were devised by 
which public buildings were put up. If they attacked the 
question from the point of view that it was uneconomic he 
thought they would get the public to understand a good 
deal more of what it meant to them than if they attacked 
it from the point of view of architecture pure and simple. 

Mr. H. L. Beckwitu (a member of the Liverpoo! Cor- 
poration) said the Liverpool Corporation had increased the 
work which had been given out from the Corporation, but 
a great deal more work might be put out, to the benefit of 
everybody and the community at large. It was very fitting 
that such a resolution as had been referred to should be 
passed by the meeting, and he was sure it would receive 
sympathetic hearing by the Liverpool Corporation. 

Professor ABERCROMBIE [ A.] said that one section of Mr. 
Webb’s Paper seemed rather to confuse housing schemes 
with the question of official architecture. They were not 
there to criticise the housing scheme, but the employment of 
architects under that scheme, and he thought the Royal 
Institute did not take as strong a line as it might have done 
at the outset. The Royal Institute get a schedule of prices 
and charges arranged, but they did not see that that matter 
was carried out as it ought to have been done, and enforced 
on the Local Authorities by the Housing Commissioners. 

Professor §. D. ApsHEAD [F.] said there was no doubt 
that the present was an opportune moment to take the 
matter in hand, and the profession should do so in no un- 
certain manner. They must first deal with it themselves, 
and make up their minds as to what they wanted, and then 
take the public into their confidence. If they could get the 
public behind them they would have done something really 
practical in getting architectural work back into their own 
hands and in putting the Office of Works in the place which 
it occupied some fifty years ago. 

The following resolution was formally moved by Mr. Wil- 
Jink, seconded by Major Corlette, and unanimously carried : 
** That this Congress views with deep and growing appre- 
hension the methods of the Office of Works and other official 
bodies with regard to the designing of buildings to be erected 
by public funds.” It was decided to forward the resolution 
to the Council of the Royal Institute to deal within Londen. 
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Paper and Discussion at the Liverpool Conference. 

Mr. SEARLES-WOOD, in opening his Paper on * Build- 
ing Contracts’ at the Liverpool Conference, stated 
that at a Conference between representatives of the 
toval Institute of British Architects, the Society of 
Architects, the Surveyors’ Institution, the Quantity 
Surveyors’ Association, the Institute of Builders, and 
the National Federation of Building Trades EKm- 
ployers, held at the R.I.B.A. on the 9th May, the 
President of the Royal Institute in the Chair, it was 
* That a new Form of Conditions of Con- 
tract between Employers and Builders should be 
drawn up for general use in England and Wales.”’ Mr. 
Searles- Wood went on to say that in view of this Reso- 
lution it was thought that a discussion on Conditions 
of Contract would be of interest to the Conterence. 
His Paper consisted mainly of extracts from Captain 
E. J. Rimmer’s Paper, ** Legal Difficulties in the Ad- 
ministration of a Building Contract,’ read before the 
Royal Institute in March, 1919, and published in the 
JournatR.1.B.A. for June of that year,the Paperdeal- 
ing principally with the various Forms of Contract 
used during the war. Mr. Searles-Wood said that the 


Resolved 
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Lump Sum Contract gave the architect's 
ontract should be. It 
had been 
found to work satisfactorily for forty years. That 
found if the 


S( hemes 


R.1.B.A. 
view of what the Conditions of ( 
stood to-day as the accepted form w 


nich 


some form of Lump Sum Contract must bi 


baste 
DULliding 


building public was to undertak 
was certain. All the other forms referred to in Capt. 
Rimmer’s Paper had been tried during the war, with 
the result that their clients had found building so ex 
pensive that work was practically at a standstill. In 


conclusion, Mr. Searles-Wood quoted the resolution 


passed by the Conference above mentioned at their 
second meeting, viz. : 
The R.1.B.A., the Society of Architects, the Surveyors 


Institution, the Quantity Surveyors’ Association, the In- 
stitute of Builders and the National Federation of Building 
Trades Employers, are together giving their attention to 
the preparation of an agreed Form of Conditions of Con 
tract for the Building Trade to be applicable to England 
and Wales. Their consideration of this ls them to feel 
that it would be wise to enlist the co-operation of all em- 
ploying bodies and other interested parties including the 
State. They recommend the bodies abc ntioned to ask 


for assistance in this, and, to this end, 


request the 


Government to appoint an independent Chairman, who 
shall he assisted by two Assessors one of whom shall be an 
architect appointed by the above-mentioned architectural 
bodies and the other 2 builder appointed by the above- 
mentioned Builders’ Associations) to form a Tribunal; this 


wed of the alrea ly 
me ntioned parties, 


Tribunal to convene a Conference comp 
appointed representatives of the above 
together, if necessary, with representatives not exceeding 
1 the task 


agreement, 


six of any other bodies, to whom shall be entruste 
of preparing the document as far as possible by 
and the Tribunal shall have referred to them for tinal deci- 
sion any points of differenc 

Mr. Searles- Wood explained that the re 
, t the ('h 


ason for ask 
irmah Was to 


State and the 


ing the Government. to appoin 
endeavour to have the Departments of 
Municipal Authorities represented on the Committee 
which will draw up the Conditions of Contract, by 
which means it was hoped that the Con 
tract will be recognised as Standard Conditions, and 


ditions 


ot ( on 


any departure from the Standard Form will have to be 
justified. It was, of course, impossible to make the 
Conditions of Contract compulsory without an Act of 
Parliament, and it would not be possible to get such 
an Act. Buta strong position could be made for the 
Standard Contract if the Government representing the 
public interests and the great spending departments 
of the State joined in the preparation of it 

The CHarrMAN of the Meeting said they were fortunate 
in having a contractor with them, and he would ask Mr. 
Costain to open the discussion 

Mr. R. Costatn said it with a certain amount of 
diffidence and a certain satisfaction that he 
responded to the invitation to open the The 
reading of the Paper had enhanced this satisfaction hecause 
Mr. Searles-Wood had embodied s 
fair-minded and so exhaustive a summary ac that which 
Captain Rimmer had read to the Institute, and it was 
satisfactory to find that so much progress had been made 
towards arriving at a new form of contract by general 
agreement. It would be recognised by all that a matter of 


was 
amount of 
liscussion. 


excellently worded, so 
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nd was a question of points of view, and he took it 
object of the architect in drawing up the form of 
» secure the employer against having to pay 
to the contractor or whoever carried out the work—a bod) 

workmen it might be if done by direct labour—what was 
un unreasonable amount of money. The contractor looked 
m the other point of view, and what he wanted to 
How much money was going to be left for him 
Be- 
se two gentlemen, the employer on the one side 
ind the contractor on the other, the architect came in 
» architect had a much greater responsibility than 
was outlined in the Paper. Mr. Searles-Wood rather sug 

sted that the architect was the gentleman who made out 
intermediate certificates, but he suggested that the archi 
tect was the man in whose mind the building was first 
created; and in order to have that idea of his carried out 
for the money the employer was prepared to find, the archi 


that the 
contract was 1 


vt it f1 
know wa 
ifter the work was carried out and all accounts paid. 


tween the 


tect must secure some contractor who would undertake the 
must know, or desired to know, 
o do, what it was going to 
The ideal form 


The contractor 
what he had 
cost and what he was going to get for it. 
of contract would make the contractor a wiser man than 
the architect, the architect had not the ghost 
of an idea what would turn up in the course of carrying 
out the work; and as the architect was so much in the 
etor, and he sub- 


work. 


thre got t 


things: 
because 


dark, how much more so was the contra 
mitted that if the architect 
was, of securing for the employer a fair deal, he would take 
every possible step to see that sufficient information was 
viven to the contractor in his drawings, specifications and 
quantities, and also in the carrying out of the work, so that 
no greater burden was put upon the contractor than the 
contractor might reasonably expect in the preparation of 
Mr. Searles-Wood stated that for forty years 
the Royal Institute of British Architects’ Contract had 
worked satisfactorily. He (Mr. Costain) admitted that in 
ninety per cent. of cases perhaps it did work satisfactorily. 


Was desirous, as of course h 


his estimate. 


standard form sould not work satisfactorily. There had 
often been cases in which the shoe pinched on both sides, 
und in other cases it had been due to unreasonableness on 
me side or the other, and he was prepared to admit, if they 
would admit that there were unreasonable architects, that 
there were If this docu- 
ment had really worked so satisfactorily why should it have 
been revised on such a seale as it had been? Fair con 
ditions as between the employer and the contractor were in 
the interests of the empleyer because the latter, taken as a 
whole, paid for the unreasonable conditions embodied in 
forms of contract. That driven home very 
clearly by two instances he would recall, in which officials 
blic In one case he went as a 


unreasonable contractors. 


also 


would be 
of public bodies were concerned. 
member of a representative body and in the other case he 
was on his own behalt, and in each case the clerk to the 
public body did his hest to convince the architect of the 
public. body that the public body as an employer over a 
period of years would be bound to pay for any unreasonable 
conditions that the architect insisted on putting in his form 
of contract or specification. His (the speaker’s) point was 
that the architect was acting on behalf of the employer 
in securing such a contract as was necessary to ensure that 
the employer had fair value for his money, and that un- 
reasonable conditions of contract would be paid for by the 
employer over the period of time covered by the conditions. 

The CuatRMAN thought the subject was one for intimate 
discussion by a small Committee, and seeing that the matter 
was at present under discussion between contractors and 
architects, and that a Special Committee had been ap 
pointed to discuss it, he thought they might usefully leave 
it in their hands for the present.—The proceedings then 
terminated. 
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THE R.1I.B.A. CONFERENCE AT 


LIVERPOOL. 
By W. R. Daviner | 4.}. 


‘ One of the greatest successes the Institute has ever 
had!” “ A capital and most successful meeting!” 
Such were the expressions one heard on every hand in 
connection with the Liverpool meeting. Our hosts 
the Liverpool Architectural Society, headed by Mr. T. 
T. Rees and Mr. Gilbert Fraser, and the Hon. Secre- 
taries, Mr. Richard Holt and Mr. Ernest Gee—had 
spared no effort to make the meeting go off well, and 
from the very moment of our arrival we were made to 
feel thoroughly at home. 

The Lord Mayor of Liverpool formally opened the 
Conference on Friday, 24th June, by an official rece p- 
tion at the old Town Hall. The President, Mr. John 
W. Simpson, ina graceful speech of thanks to the Lord 
Mayor and Lady Mayoress, voiced the feelings of the 
members when he said that it came as a delightful sur- 
prise to see the fine old Town Hall, with its magnificent 
reception-rooms, originally designed by Wood, of 
Bath. The late King Edward, in visiting Liverpool, ex- 
pressed the opinion that these rooms were the most 
magnificent suite ne had seen in the whole of Europe. 

The meetings of the Conference were held in the 
Walker Art Gallery, and opened with an important 
paper* by our President, outlining the steps that have 
been taken towards securing the unification of the pro- 
fession. He was also able to announce that the negotia- 
tions with the Society of Architects had met with a 
most favourable response, and that a provisional 
agreement had been reached on the general principle 
of the absorption of the Society within the Institute. 
The President’s address was followed by a racy paper 
by Professor Reilly on * Publicity and Propaganda,”’+ 
which called forth a most breezy and spontaneous dis- 
cussion, of which probably the outstanding features 
were some very charming banter between the repre- 
sentatives of the Liverpool University School of 
Architecture and the Architectural Association, whose 
champion was Mr. W. G. Newton, and a delightful 
speech by Mr. J. Hubert Worthington. 

Lunch at the Liverpool University Club was a very 
pleasant function ; but in a day so full of event little 
time was left for the after-lunch cigarette. One had to 
rush off to catch the boat across to Birkenhead, where 
the motors were ready to convey the party to Port Sun- 
light and elsewhere. 

The Mersey is Liverpool’s most lusty lung, and a trip 
across the busy river is always a tonic, The architec- 
tural visitor will, of course, criticise the relative merits 
of the three giant buildings that line the landing-stage. 
The *‘ Liver ” Building, with its gigantic “ liver’ bird 
on its lofty perch, looks down upon the quiet and re- 
strained dignity of the newer Cunard Building, and 
quite overtops the dome of the Mersey Docks and 





**< The Unification and Registration of the Architectural Profession,” 
ante, p. 497. 
t To be published in the next issue. 


Harbour Offices ; but each has its own symbolism in 
this great city, and each in its measure typifies the 
driving force, the dignity, and the wealth of the City 
of Liverpool. 

Across the river the great shipbuilding yards are at 
present idle ; but Birkenhead looks much as ever, and 
its contrast with Port Sunlight serves to throw the 
latter into brilliant relief. 

A visit was first paid to a large wartime factory near 
Bromborough, where all the processes that go to make 
up margarine were explained ; and the party then pro- 
ceeded to Port Sunlight, where the new Art Gallery, 
now nearly completed, and other recent buildings were 
inspected, and, no doubt, to some extent criticised. 
Interest in this pioneer settlement is always great, and 
at each visit one is more and more struck by the 
courage and indomitable will of our Honorary Fellow, 
Lord Leverhulme, who so long as thirty years ago 
made such a village possible, and at the same time pro- 
vided such an invaluable object lesson to the world at 
large. The firm of Lever Brothers acted up to their 
reputation and provided the hundred or so members of 
the Conference with a most hospitable reception and a 
most substantial tea, at which the thanks of the visi- 
tors were voiced by Mr. Wm. Woodward, and respon- 
ded to by Mr. J. L. Simpson, the Architect to Messrs. 
Lever Brothers. A photograph of the party was taken 
before leaving the Garden Village, and gave rise to con- 
siderable merriment, which helped the holiday feeling 
that was in the air. 

The R.1.B.A. banquet at the Midland Adelphi Hotel, 
Liverpool, in the evening, was the crowning function 
of the visit, and the speeches reached a very high level 
indeed. The President, Mr. John W. Simpson, al- 
though somewhat fatigued by an exhausting day’s 
work, was in the best of form, and his genial chairman- 
ship produced equally genial spirits in all present. 
Among such a host of good speakers, it is difficult to 
particularise, but the honours of the evening rested 
with our hosts and the representatives of the City of 
Liverpool, all phases of civic life being represented 
from the Water Engineer to the Stipendiary Magis- 
trate and the Vice-Chancellor of Liverpoo] University. 
Mr. H. T. Buckland, Vice-President, in speaking to 
one of the toasts, expressed the hope that the City 
would entrust architects with even a larger share of 
public work on behalf of their fellow-citizens, and 
frequent allusion was made in the speeches to the 
many magnificent public buildings which Liverpool 
owns, from St. George’s Hall, designed by Elmes 
the “finest building in Europe ’—to the palatial 
Adelphi Hotel, of which Mr. R. Frank Atkinson is 
architect, and many describe as “ the finest hotel in 
Kurope.” 

Saturday morning, 25th June, was given up to dis- 
cussions in the Walker Art Gallery on papers by Mr. 
Searles-Wood on ** Building Contracts ” *; Mr. L. B. 

Sudden on “ Architectural Education,’ + and Mr. 


* Extracts from this Paper are given on pages 503-4. 
+t To be published in the next issue. 
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OPENING OF THE CONFERENCE, 

The Programme of the Conference, details of which have 
already appeared in the JoURNAL, was carried out in its 
entirety, Members were present from all parts of the 
the greater number arriving in Liverpool on the 
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23rd June. 
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Mr. Bb. M. Ward A Mr. Maurice KE. Webb F.); Mr. W. E. Willink + 
Mr. Perey Wilson A.); Mr. William Woodeson Licentiate]; Mr. Wn 
Woodward F.|; Mr. Hubert Worthington 4.|; Dr. Perey 8. Worthing- 
ton |f ind Mrs. Worthington ; and representatives of the Press 

Mr. T. T. Rees [| F.], Past President of the Liverpoo! 
S ty d Messrs. Richard Holt and Ernest Gee | 4.1, 
Joint Hon. Secretaries of the Society, were in attendance at 


the Midland Adelphi Hotel on Thursday evening, to give 
formation to newly arrived members, and an unofficial 


dinner Ww 


is held at the hotel. A tastefully produced pro- 
gramme, supplemented by a beautifully illustrated guide 
to places of interest in Liver pool, was the Society's spec! il 
contribution to the Conference. 
The formal opening by the Lord Mavor and the Lady 
Mavoress (Alderman and Mes. E. Russel! Taylor) took place 


n Friday morning at 10.30 at the Town Hall. 


The Lorp Mayor, in delivering his address of welcome, 
iid that amony the many pleasurable duties of his oftice, 
few had afforded him more pleasure than in welcoming the 
members of that Conference, whom he might call brothe: 


for he himself had served articles in an archi 
, though he had not adhered to the profession. 
He hoped the Institute’s visit to Liverpoo! would vield 
l Liverpool had not many relics, but it had 
mpensations from an architectural standpoint, one 
of whieh was the Town Hall: the late King Edward had 
said that although he had been in every town hall of note in 
FKurope he had never magnificent of 


craftsmen, 


et’s oftice 


xl results. 


many ¢ 


seen a more suite 
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than these. 
building, St. George’s Hall, and also, now slowly rearing its 
stately head, a building which was a pleasure to the citizens 
of Liverpool—the cathedral, which they in Liverpool and 


rooms Then there was that extremely fine 


many people outside considered a magnificent piece of 
work. He hoped their deliberations would result in benefit 
to the profession, and that when they left the city they 
would carry away pleasant recollections of it. 

The Prestpent, Mr. Jonny W. Simpson, in reply, thanked 
the Lord Mayor and Lady Mavyoress for the kindness with 
which the members of the Conference had been welcomed 
on behalf of the Corporation. Such courtesies extended by 
the great municipalities of the country to the institutions 
concerned with the arts and sciences were the occasion of 
some of the most important functions in the social life of 
the day. It was not without a sense of honour and of 
pleasure that they found themselves received in that won- 
derful suite of rooms. They congratulated the Lord Mayor 
and Corporation of Liverpool on their possession of it. 
They would like to take it back with them to London as a 
small souvenir of their visit. /{Laughter.) 

The rest of the morning’s proceedings and the afternoon 
visits to Bromport and Port Sunlight are described in Mr. 
Davidge’s notes at the head of this report. 

THE CONFERENCE BANQUET. 

The Conference Banquet took place on Friday evening 
at the Adelphi Hotel, and was presided over by the Presi- 
dent, Mr. John W. Simpson. Among the special guests 
were the Lord Mayor and Lady Mayoress of Liverpool, the 
Mayor and Mayoress of Wallasey, the Mayor and Mayoress 
of Birkenhead, the Town Clerk of Liverpool, the Vice- 
Chancellor of Liverpool University, the President of the 
Liverpool Engineering Society (Mr. I. R. Davidson), the 
“ity Engineer (Mr. John A. Brodie), the Chairman of the 
Walker Art Gallery (Alderman John Lea). 

The PRESIDENT, in proposing the loyal toasts, said some 
reference should be made to the King’s magnificent action 
in visiting Ireland, and he proposed to send a telegram to 
His Majesty expressing their loyal admiration.* 

The Lorp Mayor or Liverpeoor, who proposed * The 
toval Institute of British Architects and the Liverpool 
Architectural Society,” said he felt that the Conference be- 
ing held in Liverpool was not only a compliment to the city, 
but reflected glory on it. He was delighted that an Institute 
of such magnitude, whose ramifications extended practi- 
cally over every quarter of the globe, should have come to 
their city. They had a whole-hearted appreciation of the 
work the Institute had done since its foundation, and 
hoped that work would continue, because he understood 
the object they had in view was not only the strengthening 
of the Institute, but to bring into its fold other bodies akin 
to it but not quite associated with it. The time of amalga- 
mation, he said, was with them, and, provided it was used 
right, amalgamation was asign of strength. He recognised 
in the Institute an organisation of vast importance, because 
it was instilling art into the minds of many who were not 
artistic. It had endeavoured for many years past to im- 
prove the appearance of cities—and many cities needed im- 
provement, not for lack of knowledge, but possibly for lack 
of funds. The Institute was quietly demonstrating to the 
thinking public that a thing of beauty, even ina grimy city, 
might be a thing of joy, and if that was continued it would, 
in a quiet way, have done great good to the country. The 
Institute had had associated with it many renowned men, 
but he ventured to say that one of the greatest compliments 
that had been paid to it was the election of one of its past 
Presidents to the honoured position of President of the 
toyal Academy. One of the Institute’s most cherished 
privileges must be the annual election of an architect to re- 
ceive His Majesty’s Gold Medal in recognition of the high 
merit of his work. Another notable feature of the Institute’s 
work was its educational side. The poorest boy leaving an 


* The President’s message, with His Majesty's reply, is printed on 
another page of this issue. 
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elementary school, if he were inclined to art, could mount 
the ladder by winning scholarships and receiving assistance 
from the Institute and win the honourable position which 
the President now holds. With regard to the other part of 
the toast, “the Liverpool Architectural Society ’’—that 
body had a great record, It was one of the oldest archi- 
tectural societies, hay ing been founded as far back as 1848, 
and it was very interesting to him as a Liverpool citizen to 
find that, during that long period, they had worked uptoa 


position which he believed was not only the envy oft 
England, but also the envy of the world so far as the Schoo! 
ef Architecture and Applied Art was concerned. (Ap 


plause.) Forty years after the foundation of the Liverpoo! 
Architectural Society, an Art Conference was held at Liver 

pool, and a suggestion was made by a then Associate of the 
toval Academy that he would like to see such a 
Mr. (now Sir) T. G, Jackson read a Paper in which he put 
forward his idea, and many in the architectural professior 
thought he was a little mad ora little wild. In 1892, how 
ever, only four years afterwards, an Art Conference 
again held in Liverpool, anc the question of an architec 

tural discussed. The discussion bor 

fruit, and two or three years afterwards Sir T. G. Jackson 
came to Liverpool to open that school. That very day 
(continued the Lord Mayor) purely by accident he had 
come across a pamphlet which incorporated the paper Sit 


school, 


was 


school was again 


T. G. Jackson had read at the ypening of the achoo!. The 
tinal clause read: ‘ Such was my dream of an ideal School 


of Architecture and Applied Art 
Utopian dream, us it then seemed 


—three years ago a 
and such its the ideal 
school which L hope and venture to believe it is your inten 
tion to create here at Liverpool. It is a scheme to which 
every true son of Art will from his heart wish a successful 
issue, and one which if it succeeds cannot fail to have an 
unparalleled influence on the history of art in England, 
(Hear, hear.) Liverpool was very proud of that schocl, 
and although he had no wish to flatter anyone he could not 
pass over the mention of the school without alluding ti 

eentleman whom Liverpool was proud to own, Professor 
teilly. (Applause.) The school was one of the first in 
England, and was world-famous. Its record was one to be 
proud of, and reflected the highest credit upon those con- 
nected with Liverpool and with the University. During 
recent years two of their students—one of whom, H. ©. 
Bradshaw, he knew very well—had won the blue riband 
of architecture. Incidentally he might observe that he had 
admired very much the front page design of their menu 
card that evening, and he congratulated the designer, who- 
ever he was, and hoped he might be a student of the Liver- 
pool School.* Liverpool had been often spoken of as non- 
artistic, but in those days when Sir Thomas suggested the 
school, Liverpool came t 





granting £1,000 
been increased Might he 
that, as they had many officials there who had in 

| city of Liverpool, after this Conference 


in the great 
hool might be able to obtain a little more help 


» its assistance by 
per annum, and this had since 
suggest 
fluence 
thes 

THE PRESIDENT 
pliment it would 
modest disclaimer 


If T were replying to a personal com- 
doubtless be proper of me to make a 
of the charming things the Lord Mayor 


has been good enough to say. But I am in the happy 
position of being able to accept those laudatory com- 
mendations without so much as a tremor or a_ blush. 


I can them, sir, and [ can tell you that they are 
fully merited. (Laughter.) The Royal Institute is 
indeed a very great and a very important organisation, and 
its ramifications extend throughout the Empire. The more 
important the Royal Institute and we 
every hope of making it in the near future a far 
organisation than it even is at present 
opportunity of rendering help to those devoted men who 
constitute the corporations and municipalities of our great 
It is one of the chief functions of the Institute to give 


accept 


becomes have 
greatet 


the greater is its 


cities. 
* Mr. Donald Bradshaw, the author of the design, is a student of the 
Liverpool School of Architecture Ep. 
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advice on schemes for the improvement of their cities, and 
its organisation is always at the disposal of municipalities, 
corporations and Government departments. It is fitting 
that the Royal Institute should hold this, the first of its 
Conferences after many years, 
at Liverpool, this great city 
of architecture, a city whose 
municipality bequeathed to 
its successors the finest edifice 
in Europe. It is a legacy of 
which, I doubt not, the muni- 
cipality will take every care to 
see that its surroundings are 
fittinely bestowed. The Liver- 
poolSociety,to whichthe Lord 
Mayor has made such appre- 
ciative reference, is one of the 
oldest of the thirty or more 
children of which the Royal 
Institute is so proud. It is a 
very flourishing, a very ener- 
getic and a very successful 
organisation. Connected with 
it is the School of Architec- 
ture, of which we as well as 
Liverpool are proud (hear, 
hear), for the wings of the 
Royal Institute spread over 
all the protecting 
them, encouraging them, and 
watching their progress and 
development with pride as a 
parent watches the progress 
of his offspring. We do not 
pretend that the Liverpsol 
School is entirely the child of 
the Institute, but at any rate 
it is adopted by it. Liverpool 
is a city which has every right 
to be proud of its position 
posses- 
St. 


schools ; 


among our cities. It 
ses a magnificent edifice, 
George’s Hall. It 
in part, and will 
possess in its completion, that 
wonderful cathedral which we 
owe to the delicate fancy of 
our friend Mr. Gilbert Scott. 
(Applause ) It has also shown 
the way in the commercial 
buildings, the the 
Royal Liver, and the other 
fine buildings that form that 
admirable group at the pier- 
head. And I do not know why 
T should not mention this de- 
lightful hotel in which we now 
are. (Hear, hear.) Iam not 
sure that the architect of this 
building, with its delightful, 
deeply studied detail, is not, 
unconsciously perhaps, doing 
a great work towards the edu 
cation of the public who come 
here and, perhaps without 
knowing exactly why, receive 
a pleasing and comforting im- 
pression of things being just 
as they ought to be. (Hear, 
hear.) I am not speaking of creature comforts, but of 
the architecture. Architecture is a matter of evervday 
life. It is of great importance to our social life. There 
is nothing worse than architecture which leaves a depres- 
sing impression on people’s imagination, As Mr, Clatton 


possesses 


prese ntly 


Cunard, 
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Brock said in one of the lectures at the Royal Institute 
lately, there are some streets which have a distinetly depres- 
sing effect on those who pass down them. That is because 
they are badly designed and badly laid ont, and their 


CONFERENCE 


IN 
LIVERPOOL 
JUNE 24, 25, 1921 


Donald Bra lshaw 


width not being equal to the height of the buildings, they 
are dull, These streets have a dispiriting effect upon those 
who pass along them, and for that reason architecture is a 
thing not merely of art but of utility, a matter which leaves 
in impression uponour physical as well as upon our spiritual 
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life. Tt is really a matter of hygiene. Some people imagine 
that architecture is something that they cannot under- 
stand, that it is a mystery, something which is produced 
only by people who have been trained to understand it. But 
if the public would put that impression aside and remember 
that they are as well able to understand architecture as to 
understand the message which is given them by any other 
artist it would be a great help to the public themselves. 
Nobody says ** I. do not understand literature and therefore 
I do not read a novel.”” They take the message given them 
by the author, although they do not understand the exact 
process by which he combined the words and phrases which 
give the impression he designed to give. They accept the 
the public 


messege for what it is. And, if they are wis 
willaccept the message of the architect for what it is, with- 
out troubling to analyse it too closely. That it is the thing 
that gives them a pleasant impression is enough. As their 
knowledge increases they will, no doubt, as in the ease of a 
musical composition, gain added pleasure; all that is 
! 
} 





wanted is observation. The ordinary t seems 
to go about without seeing things, exemplifying the won- 
derful old Scriptural saying, “* Having eves that see not, 
neither do they understand.” The reason they do not under- 
stand is because they do not use their eves. If people would 
only regard a new building from which the seaffolding has 
been removed with the same interest with which they view 
vu new picture or listen to a new musical work they would 
tind in it the same pleasure. But Lam afraid we architects 
have been largely to blame, not in the present, of course, but 
in the past. We have been to blame because we have given, 


sritish subjes 


perhaps unwittingly, the impression that architecture is a 
dead language, a language spoken only by highly cultured 
priests who understand it. That is not so. Architecture is a 
living thing, it can be read by all who will take the trouble 
to open their eves and see and understand it. (Applause.) 
We are especially grateful to the Lord Mayor and Lady 
Mayoress for their presence here to-night. The extraordi- 
nary kindness of the Lord Mayor in his welcome to the 
Institute is one of those indications which are so warmly 
appreciated because it reveals the sympathy of the great 
corporations with the aims for which we are working. We 
thank you, sir, very sincerely for the courtesy and hos 
pitalitv you have shown tous. (Applause.) 

Major GiLBerT Fraser [F.] (President of the Liverpool 
Architectural Society), responding on behalf of his Society, 
said they felt honoured that the Royal Institute should 
have selected Liverpool in which to hold the first of its re 
vived Conferences in the provinces. They in Liverpool felt 
very much cut off from the headquarters of the Royal Insti 
tute. It was this reunion of themselves and their friends, 
and the opportunity for such an interchange of views as 
had taken place that morning, that would make the Confer- 
ences in the provinces a success. They were proud of their 
city, proud of their enthusiasm for their art, and proud of 
their Lord Mayor and Lady Mayoress. The Lord Mayor was 
in a profession closely allied to their own, and his sympathy 
and support could be counted on in any scheme in the fur- 
therance of which they were interested. This Conference 
had necessitated a great deal of work, and their grateful 
icknowledgments were due to their President, Mr. T. T. 
Rees, and to Mr. Holt and other officers. 

Mr. H T. Buckianp [F.1 (President of the Birmingham 
Architectural Association) proposed the toast of “* Ou 
Guests.” Theyhad with themas guests, he said, a really dis- 
tinguished assembly, all of them fulfilling eminent positions 
in their respective capacities. They had heen invited very 
largely because their interests were the interests of archi- 
tects, in that they realised that beauty was a thing that 
mattered. He wished to enlist their sympathy and their 
( )-operation ina pr ject which was attracting some atten- 
tion throughout the country, and was recognised through- 
ut America as something extremely desirable in public 
affairs, An architect might be eminently capable of de- 
signing wondertul buildings, but the great difficulty was 
setting him employed to design and carry out those build- 








ings. It came within the province of a municipal body 
to give a lot of work to architects. They were constantly 
engaged in carrying out public work, but very often that 
public work was not placed possibly in the best way that 
it might be. He did not think that the judges of what was 
good were necessarily a city council. Eminently qualified 
as they were to give an opinion upon matters of finance 
and practical utility, they often failed when it came to 
exercising a question of taste. Good taste was a quality 
that one was not exactly bern with. Their great dange1 
was the man who said: * I know the thing 1 like, therefore 
that is the thing I am going to vote for.” America had 
recognised that, with the result that it had formed a 
number of what are known as Art Commissions. When 
any great civic improvement was in hand it was not left 
to the decision of the city council but was referred to an 
advisory commission to give an opinion upon it, and then 
it went back to the city connecil for a final decision. This 
Was a@ wise course, because upon such an advisory com- 
mission would be elected people of taste and people of 
particular qualifications which enabled them to judge 
whether a scheme possessed the qualities which made it 
yood. In Birmingham they were very keen on this, and 
were endeavouring to get such a commission formed, but 
it could only be done with the co-operation of the great 
spending body—the City Corporation. Tf they could 
enlist their sympathy then they would be able to form 
suchacommission. He would put to them a concrete case. 
If Liverpool had had an advisory commission at the time 
when the lay-out of St. John’s Square, otherwise the Stone- 
yard, was under consideration the result would not have 
been what they had at present. (Hear, hear.) He would 
ask the Lord Mayor if he regarded the Stoneyard as a 
satisfactory development. (Laughter.) Whenever any 
building of public interest came before the city council all 
qualified architects would wish that their designs should 
be submitted to such a committee as he had suggested, so 
that expressions of opinion might be advanced with regard 
to the design and its suitability for the particular position. 
(Hear, hear.) That particularly applied to schemes put 
forward by the Corporation. Officials whose function it 
was to do certain things in connection with public works 
frequently advised on all sorts of things, as well as the lay- 
out of streets, and the tendency was to leave such officials 
to decide whether a particular building or development 
was a good one. All they asked was that a commission 
should be formed to which all these schemes should be 
referred, so that they might come before people specially 
trained to give an opinion on them. (Applause.) He 
hoped he would be forgiven for taking advantage of the 
present opportunity for advancing something which, while 
it might be for the good of architects, was not put forward 
for that reason. It was the ceneral cood and the beauty 
of their cities that they were seeking to promote, and this 
was one of the ways in which these desirable ends might 
be ac hieved. 

Dr. Apami, F.R.S. (Vice-Chancellor of the University of 
Liverpool), responding on behalf of the guests, said he was 
very glad that Mr. Buckland had brought up this matter 
of Art Commissions. They were very proud of their 
city, but they had a number of awful examples in the way 
of buildings, and were rather ashamed of them. During 
the last few months a good deal had been done to stimulate 
public opinion upon their street architecture. Nothing 
better had been done than the series of articles on the 
street architecture of Liverpool by Professor Reilly. 
( Applause. They had been of great value in interesting 
the citizens in the matter of good architecture, and the 
time was ripe for them to go farther in Liverpool along the 
lines suggested by Mr. Buckland. Their river front had 
been spoken very kindly of, but most of them agreed with 
Professor Reilly that one of the three buildings there was 
utterly out of pr yportion to the others; the three do not 


hang together as they ought to do on such a magnificent 


ite. Mistakes like that ought not to be repeated. He 


x 3 
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hoped that Mr. Buckland’s words had fallen on fertile the Institute had ever had and one of the best of architects, 
I 





yround, and that they would see in Liverpool, in the future, Might he live long to lead them in architecture ! 

public buildings, and also buildings put up by great The toast was drunk with musical honours, and the 

corporations, carefully studied before they were allowed PRESIDENT thanked the company for their kindness and for 

to be erected and alter the proportions of the streets and — the excellent way in which, he said, they had rendered that 

the general effect of the buildings upon our great thorough- dismal ditty. (Laughter and applause.) 

fares. As Vice-Chancellor of the University, he should like 

to say a word of appreciation for the help of the Institute Saturday's proceedings, consisting of the reading of 
¥ and the cordial co-operation it had given to the University Papers by Mr. Searles Wood, Mr. Lionel Budden, and Mr, 

and the University School of Architectut The University Maurice Webb, and visits to the Cathedral and the Cunard 

was working on the same lines as the Institute ; it was keen- Building, and a trip on the River Mersey, are dealt with in 

ly interested in the advance of architecture, keenly in Mr. Davidge’s interesting notes, pages 505-6. 

terested in the advance of all profess subjects, and it 

was a pleasure to feel that it had the sympat! f the Insti Acknowledgments. 

tute, and ge that - was willing to he — forward [t should be known to members generally that for 

¢ ( ake t s and other pr I ind niversity . . ‘ . " 

mn te monn te on aa eg the success of this Conference our thanks are due en- 

schools a strong feature in the dey pment of the architec : ; age ; 

tural profession. As one who was not an architect, might he _ tirely to the Liverpool Architectural Society, and in 

say how throughout his life he had been drawn to the archi particular to those representatives of the Society who, 

tects os si known, and had apprec eG GHeir Dr — - in the three months preceding the Conference, gave so 

view, their keen interest rt, and their fir ntellectua , , : . 

heroes vate , : freely and cheerfully of their time and energy to ensure 

qualities. It was a great profess msritt 1 d rebuff, and ie : ok" 

ulthough times were bad, still he thought more and more the smooth working of all the arrangements involved. 

that, thanks to the broad views of the Institute and the The programme was a crowded one, and the time was 

ay rpool prey neem ul Council, architecture would play strictly limited, but everything went without a single 

a big part in Englis ife in the futur \ it : . ES Bas : . 

wd ' . , hitch and with surprising punctuality. 

Mr. Stuart Deacon (Stipendias \ st t re oa * I 2 : : . ’ 
sponded, and entertained the comp sist ane SRB lo Mr. Gilbert Fraser, I resident of the Society; Mr. 
recount of his experiences as ump nin T. Taliesin Rees, the immediate Past President: to 
em at ee chee CORIC STACY Mr. Richard Holt and Mr. Ernest Gee, the Hon. 

-ROFESSOR MAIR resident of tl ersity Club) said ‘ : . _< 
tl id | ss 2 sree Seen aA ; +h Secretaries: to the indefatigable band of Stewards 

i een a ure neasure t el » oft members ( ji s a = 
hospitality of the Club, because the re rd the architect Mr. H A. Dod [A.], Mr. EK. Quiggin [F.], Mr. Ix. 
from a universal point of view as a brother worker Phe Cameron [A.], Mr. KE. R. F. Cole [A.], and Mr. Felix 
looked upon prs in art as at least as fine ar port 4 ‘n Holt; to Mr. Donald Bradshaw, who was responsible 
expression of the human spirit vork in s nee. He did ae ; . ; 

or “ap for the beautiful design of the Programme ; to Mr. G. 
not think there was any kind of ¥ ker Ww ntr 2 2 


more to the social 





good or to the happines ma Gilbert Scott, A.R.A. [F.], who guided us on ow 
than the architect did; sometimes also to the misery. memorable visit to the Cathedral; to Mr. and Mrs. 


seine tiga A Phe are wget Was In a position of pecuhar Willink, who entertained us so charmingly at tea on 
rivilege, 3 an artist when he was asked or | persisted . > 2 
P aa sige tesie the hottest afternoon of all, we record our grateful 
in producing a work of art It was planted in the streets, and ; : 
everyone was bound to see if Ver Fte hen walking acknowledgments. 
through the streets of their ity, he y ld iddenly feel We have also to thank those hospitable people not 
ae a seer vi being produced at the sight of certain — ¢9nnected with our body—whose kindness and courtesy 
muildings. On other occasions he felt very much uplifted 5 , : 
' = : 1 contributed so largely to the pleasure of the members 
when seeing, cither conscious rut ns isl i pleasing ; a Ye 
building. There were many thinus in a cit «Liverpool Of the Conference. The Lord Mayor and Lady 
which were in his opinion breaches of the peace. (Laughter. ) Mayoress of Liverpool, who received us with so gracious 
‘ nie ve — trae that — chin : uilibri ge of a welcome; the Chairman of the Library and Arts Com- 
the mind they took him before Mr. Stuart Deacor sut , nm ? 5 
hag ‘a cee ; mittee, who lent us his beautiful rooms for the meet- 
they did not prosecute a man who offended them through 3 meaiee rims : ; : 3 
the eyesight, an offence which was much more painful to ings and the Exhibition; the Cunard Steamship Com- 
them than the offence through the ears. He wished the pany, who enabled us to inspect their wonderful build- 
> oule ome » a T- . a4 4 severe ‘ . ‘ ae Ee. ‘ . a 
tim ’ “a come when the public Sao | es the White Star Steamship Company and their 
view of the matter and insist on higher standard of recti- ‘ : Wks : 
: ‘s Cee eee manager, Mr.A. B. Cauty, who provided for us the river 
tude and beauty than at present existed ihese meetings 1 aba , 
of architects constituted an occasion of great 1d omen trip that made so delightful a wind-up on the last 
He hoped it would be brought home to Liverpool the oppor evening; Messrs. Lever Brothers, who with Mr. Ivie 
n *s that ere onen to them throuch the « stence of . > ‘5 ane , es 
CORIGH age wel get het ne n + Fulton and Mr. J. L. Simpson arranged the visit to 
great and powertu ody of trained artists who were at ‘ : ; : . 
cl oe! ; : Port Sunlight and entertained us so hospitably in the 
their service. He had been in Livernp f twenty vears, : 3 . 
and he said it without any desire to flatter, but simplvasan ‘Village Hall, have all placed us heavily and perma- 
expression of his considered judgment, t he thought nentlv in their debt. 
Liverpool had a great soul. It was one of the great soul Secretary R.I.B.A. 
cities of the country. It was a cit f fir leals, of pro 
“ressive men, of intense local patriotism, but he did wish \n interesting souvenir of the Conference is available in 
pvt ber aes "1 re nearer when tl seid Liverp iI were the shape of a portrait group of some 120 of its members, 
staid Il fll He hoo. ; ‘ PLWOe RPO ASSO CEs photographed at Port Sunlight by Mr. Walter Scott, of 
H ( Tell. ie LO pec the would be an p \ sup- 4d sf rev ; eo a uf = i” ° E ' 2 i ° : : 
ported in the future by a growing public interest in the Bradford. The picture measures 9 inches by 24 inches, 
value of their great profession. ee und is a really beautiful specimen of the photographer's art. 
Mr. T. Tariestn ReEES | F.] gave The President of the Copies may be obtained from Mr. Scott at 26-304 North 


Royal Institute.’ He was the most energetic President Parade. Bradford. 
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SIR ROBERT ROWAND ANDERSON: 
AN APPRECIATION. 
By A. N. Parerson, M.A., A.R.S.A., President 
of the Institute of Scottish Architects. 
From an Address delivered at the Annual Convention of the Institute 
of Scottish Architects held at Dundee, 21st June 1921. 

T has commonly been remarked of Sir Rowand 
Anderson that his force of character, breadth of 
view, and determination of spirit, together with 

his powerful constitution would have made him great 
in whatever sphere his life work had lain. As a law- 
ver he would have lent weight and dignity to the 
Bench ; a soldier, that field-marshal’s baton would 
certainly have been in his knapsack, and not remained 
there ; a surgeon or physician, he would have been 
famous as an operator or consultant : a churchman, 
he had graced a bishopric or the Moderator’s Chair. 
But while these various offices have no doubt their 
various uses, I make bold to say that as a great archi- 
tect his life and work were of more value to Scotland 
than had they been spent in any one of them, and we 
have therefore cause for thankfulness that, as a youth, 
he was permitted to follow his natural bent and early 
transferred fromthe lawyer’ sdesk to the drawing board. 

[ have said that Scotland is the gainer. His in- 
fluence, of course, extends far beyond our borders, 
both through his works themselves and through the 
men who in their younger days gained knowledge and 
inspiration in his office, and whose works in many lands 
reflect something of the lessons then learned. Yet it 
remains the fact, somewhat remarkable in considera- 
tion of his eminence, that his buildings are all with us 
to enjoy and admire. And Iam not sure but that, in 
the main, he would have had it so, for Sir 
Anderson was first of all a great Scot. The particu- 
lars obtainable of his early training are scanty and 
uncertain, but if the information in this respect con- 
tained in the Scotsman article on his life are correct, 
as I have been assured is the case, we know that as an 
assistant for a time with Sir Gilbert Scott he already 
showed his ability, and from that a successful career 
in the South must have lain open to one of his 
character. Instead, he preferred to return to his 
native country, and throughout his long life remained 
a stout protagonist of things Scottish, of the interest 
and beauty of its national architecture, and the im- 
portance to the student of a thorough knowledge of 
its early examples in relation to the work, however 
divergent in requirements, of the present day. 

If his early training was, even according to the 
ideas of his time, irregular, it is given to none to belittle 
on that account our efforts to improve the common 
Opportunities in this respect to-day. Genius and 
determination such as his will win through in spite of 
limitations. How he himself appreciated the value 
of a thorough education is shown by his labours in its 
cause. He was, indeed, a pioneer in that direction 
when, in founding the School of Applied Arts in Edin- 


fowand 


burgh in the vear 1892, he devoted to its organisation 
and direction his time and means to an extent little 
realised to-day, and that, it must be remembered, 
when still in the full flood of his career as, by general 
admission, the premier architect of Scotland. These, 
his works, do follow him even to this present day. 
The our earlier national 
architecture which, in middle life, he incorporated in 
the scheme of the school, it was a chief concern of his 
latest years to render of wider usefulness, and it is 
mainly owing to his personal labour and generosity 
that, despite much initial difficulty and opposition, 
their publication as the National Art Survey is now 
in progress, in a form at once so excellent and ata 
price so moderate as to be within the reach of all. 
Nor was his appreciation of the value of a sound 
education confined to that side of it represented by th 
study of old examples, as was evidenced by his later 
offer of open bursaries for promoting the study of 


measured drawings of 


modern construction. 

Asa great Scot therefore we honour hin ; 
educationist also, but most of all as a great architect. 
It is needless for me, in a gathering of Scottish Archi- 
tects, to enumerate the many buildings erected to his 
design and restored under his direction in all parts 
ofthe country. Theyare known to and admired by us 
all. He had great opportunities, not only in the impor- 
tance of the commissions entrusted to him, but in 
their variety. 
either as regards the nature or purpose of the buildings 
undertaken, or the particular styles of architecture 
employed for any one of these as being best fitted to 
express hisideas. For him the various streams which, 
united, form our great Western tradition were his to 
draw upon at will. With freedom and facility, though 
always with sane restraint, he did so, leaving un- 
touched only that pure classic which forms the original 
source of them all. This, whether it was foreign to his 
cast of thought or, as is more likely, unsuited to thi 
fit rendering of any of the special schemes he was called 
upontodevelop,it would now be hard tosay. Thus, while 


asa great 


For in no sense was he a specialist, 


in his churches he expressed himself in Norman, early 
or late Gothic (though never in the purely English Per- 
pendicular), his Medical Schools and Conservative Club 
were early Italian, his Caledonian Railway Buildings 
and Mount Stuart French Renaissance, his National 
Portrait Gallery French Gothic, and his houses Scot 

tish Domestic. Yet through all there is a personal 
note. Wherein that lies was well expressed by Mr. 
Ernest Newton in his Presidential Address on the oc- 
casion of the presentation of the Royal Gold Medal to 
Sir Rowand, when he described, as the characteristi 
quality of his work, * its evident integrity, each build- 
ing being thought out for its special purpose with a 
simplicity and directness of conception which domi- 
nates the whole design, the beauty of any particular 
motif or the careful study of its detail never being 
allowed undue prominence, each work being eloquent 
of the requirements and purposes of the building and 
of his knowledge of and sympathy with the various 








on 


craftsemployed.”’ Iam not sure but that this essential 
fitness, the ultimate test of all good architecture, will 
not be found based on that sound common sense which, 
with a strong admixture of the Celtic imagination. we 
make bold to think of as more or less indigenous to our 
northern soil (though not by any means exclusive to 
it !) so that in this respect also Sir Rowand Anderson 
may be said to have proclaimed hisScottishnationality 
It seems to me, at least. that, were : 
buildings transferred either to the countri 
stylistic origin or to an English environment they 


Y of } IS 1 otable 








would have a somewhat alien } I hile in 
their situation among us they in the 1 s all good 
architecture should, proclain ‘ . he. af 
home. 

But while the achievements of Sir R 1 are 
common heritage of all. it is scarcely? oO Tt 
mind ourselves that. as members of Scottish Inst 
tute of Architects, his memory . regard a 
very special claim. In tl ear 191¢ s already 
82 vears of age, an age for placid folding of the hands 
to such as attain so great a span of years But for him 


though bodily infirmity was beginning to tell, that 
spirit. A purely 


Society. which would incorporate the scattered and in 


Scottish 


brought no curbing of the 


dependent bodies already existing in the principal 


centres and combine their efforts for the general ad 
vancement of architecture in our midst, 
outline a project which had already occupied his 
thoughts for some time. To others also the idea had 
been present, but a leader and capital were wanted ; a 
leader under whom mutual distrust and difficulties 
would be forgotten, capital essential to the working of 
a central institute without crippling the resources and 
energies ot the local societies. Si Rowand furnished 
both, and within a few weeks, under his vigorous direc- 
tion,our Institute was formally constituted. It was on 
6th October 1916 that negotiations were opened by Mr. 
Lorne Campbell acting on behalf of Sir Rowand, with 
Mr. John Watson and Mr. Whitie of Glasgow. On the 
10th these two and myself, forthe Glasgow Institute of 
Architects, attended the first meeting in Edinburgh 
with Mr. Lorne Campbell and Mr. T. F. Maclennan as 
representing the Edinburgh Association, Sir Rowand 
Anderson being in the chair. Negoti 

with Dundee and Aberdeen, and, much spade work 
having been accomplished in the interval on the draft- 
By-lawer 


such was in 


iT1IONS followed 


ing ofa Constitution, mainly by our great ~ 
Mr. Whitie, on the 30th November, tly 
adopted which formally constituted our Institute, the 
representatives present other than the above being: 
for Dundee, Mr. G. P. K. Young and Mr. John T 
McLaren, and for Aberdeen Mr. Harbo Maclennan 
and Mr. (now Dr.) Wm. Kelly, with Mr. Glassford 


resolution was 








Walker as interim secretary. An additional Chapte1 
as vou are aware, has since been created with Inver 
ness as centre. 

I may be allowed to interpolate here an incident 
of this first gathering. Ithou 1 ssary to state 
that, while entirely in favour of the formation of suc] 
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a Society and ready to co-operate to the best of my 
powers in its furtherance, it was on the understanding, 
in my position as an old and loyal member of the 
Royal Institute, that no steps should be taken which, 
in appearance or reality, would impair its natural pre- 
dominance as the central authority for the United 
Kingdom. That proposition was then agreed to, and, 
while our Institute is not as yet formally allied to the 
R.1.B.A. except through its Chapters, which, till our 
Charter is obtained, still retain their former connec 
tion with the central Body, we have until now, and 
propose in the future to act in alliance with it and on 
matters of general policy to accept its guidance. The 
sole difference in that respect, as I understand it, is 
that while in former times the R.J.B.A. Council heard 
the separate voices of Glasgow or Edinburgh, or on 
rare occasions of both, with the remote possibility of 
Dundee or Aberdeen joining in in future years, it will 
favoured with the voice of Scotland. 

On the formation of our Institute Sir Rowand Ander- 
son was naturally elected as our first President : 
during that session he regularly occupied the Chair, 
and, as many of you will remember, presided at the 
opening of the first Convention held in Edinburgh in 
the summer of 1917. Since then, until his death. he 
continued on the Council until the last few months, 
taking an active part in its work and that of the Com- 
mittees, particularly those dealing with the Charter, 
Education and the National Art Survey. He has, as 
[ am privileged to announce here for the first time, 
shown how large a part the Institute occupied in his 
last thoughts by the provisions regarding it in his will. 
By it, he has left to the Institute his house, 15, Rutland 
Square. to be used, as he himself has expressed it in a 
memorandum attached to the will, as its permanent 
home. That it may the better serve that purpose from 
a social aspect he has added much fine furniture from 
his house at Colinton, with silver plate and cutlery 
included, Educationally we are greatly enriched by 
the further bequest of his extensive library, while as 
personal mementoes we shall have his bust, and all 
medals, diplomas and illuminated addresses. In addi- 
tion to these, the Institute is vested in a half share of 
the residue of his estate, on the income from which 
the first charge is to be a sum of money for bursaries 
and prizes to be known as the Sir Rowand Anderson 
Prizes. Certain conditions are attached to the bequest 
of which it would be premature to intimate the par- 
ticulars until the Council has had an opportunity of 
considering their bearing. Meanwhile we can but 
‘xpress our profound appreciation of these benefac- 
tions on the part of our Founder towards the further 
building up of this, the last work of his long and 
fruitful life. Of Sir Rowand Anderson’s many achieve- 
I think, the least. 

In the course of recent wanderings in France I was 


now be 


ments it is not 


struck with the frequent cases of monuments to noted 
architects set up in public places by the towns of theit 
birth or principal labours. 


} 
I 


Such recognition, though 
not less merited, is far to seek in this country, yet we 
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may live to see Forres and Edinburgh competing for 
the privilege of giving due honour to him whom we 
remember to-day. For the present it is a source of 
gratification that the institute has been able during 
the last year to secure a worthy presentment of him 
in the noble bust executed by Dr. Macgillivray, and 
to know that, though the formal presentation of it was 
prevented by Sir Rowand’s death before the bronze 
could be completed, he was pleased with it and with 
the recognition it implied. But for us, gentlemen, it 
seems to me, the Institute is itself his Memorial: it 
remains for us and our successors to make and keep 
it worthy of him and of service to our Art and Country. 
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Architects’ Fees : Discussion at the Special General 
Meeting, 4th July. 
A Spectat General Meeting, summoned by the 
Council under By law 65 to obtain the sanction of the 
General Body to an alteration in Clause 9 of the Seale 
of Professional Charges so as to incorporate the 
Ministry of Health’s General Housing Memoranda, 
Nos. 31, 51/D and 52, was held on Monday, 4th July. 

The Hon. Secretary, Mr. Artuur KEEN, having an- 
nounced that the President was unable to attend, Mr. H. V. 
LANCHESTER, Past Vice-President, was elected Chairman. 
In taking the Chair, Mr. Lancuester said he accepted the 
position rather reluctantly, as he had been for many months 
absent from England and was out of touch with the work. 

The CHatrRMAN, in accordance with the notice-paper. 
formally moved the following resolutions : 

(L) That Clause 9 of the Scale of Professional Charges be 
altered to read as follows: “‘ In the case of housing 
schemes and laying out estates special arrangements 
may be required in exceptional circumstances, but for 
ordinary purposes the scales of fees are the same as 
those set out in the Ministry of Health’s General 
Housing Memoranda No. 31, No. 51/D and No, 52.* 

(2) That the Ministry of Health’s General Housing 
Memoranda No, 31, No. 51/D and No, 52,* setting out 
the fees payable to architects in connection with State- 
aided housing schemes, as agreed with the Ministry of 
Health by the R.I. B.A. and the Society of Architects, 
be incorporated as an Appendix to the Seale of Pro- 
fessional Charges published in the R.1. B.A. KaLeNDAR. 

Mr. James 8. Gipson | #.] seconded. 

The Secretary read letters from members protesting 
against the ratification of the terms set out in the 
recently issued Memoranda. The following are extracts: 

Messrs. Haywarp and Maynarp [A.], London: ‘* As 
irchitects interested in a housing scheme, we do not con 
sider it fair that the Ministry should allow no out-of-pocket 
expenses unless the journey involved is over 25 miles.” 


Mr. L. Rome Guturim [d.1, London : 
ful if the previous scale paid architécts. 
not pay as regards roads and sewers or lay-out.” 

Mr. N. T. Satmon [A.], Wokingham: ‘** The scale for 
abandoned work and the non-payment of out-of-pocket 
expenses are so manifestly unfair.” 

Mr. C. Harrotp Norton [F.1, London: ‘* The 
scale is obviously unfair, and the non-payment of out-of- 
pocket expenses is in direct contravention to Memorandum 
No. 31, which states that the conditions of engagement of 
irchitects shall be those customary in the profession.” 


** Tt is very doubt 
] am sure it does 


new 








* The Memoranda are set out in the JOURNAL for 31st July 1920, 
pp. 426-28, and 25th June 1921, pp. 487-88. 
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Mr. Conrapb B. Wittcocks [ F.!, Reading : 

As architect for one complete housing scheme and for 
one-third each of two other schemes, of ali three of which 
schemes it is now proposed to abandon a part, I must very 
strongly protest against the second resolution, as the pro- 
posed scale of fees is most unfair to the profession. 

* Two which are especially inequitable are: 
(1) General Housing Memorandum No. 51/D states that 
previous scales of fees were inclusive scales covering all out- 


points 


of-pocket expenses, except travelling expenses for journeys 
over 25 miles from the architect’s office. 

** General Housing Memorandum No. 31 states that the 
conditions of engagement of architects shall be those cus- 
tomary in the profession. 

“Under the R.I.B.A. of fees, travelling and 
other out-of-pocket expenses were always charged, and as 
most housing architects were engaged when General 
Housing Memoranda 4 and 31 were in force, they should 
certainly be paid the customary out-of-pocket expenses in 
addition to the schedule fees, otherwise it is obvious that 
architects engaged on urban schemes in towns near their 
office receive much higher remuneration than architects 
engaged on rural schemes which necessitate considerable 


schedule 


travelling. 

*(2) With regard to abandoned ap- 
parently proposed that the fees paid should be based on 
ve of each type proposed in the abandoned scheme 

Minor modifications in design to 
appearance, ete., not to count as a 


schemes. It is 


one cotta 
or part of a scheme. 
avoid monotony in 
separate design. 

* Such fees it is obvious are quite inadequate, and where 
modified several times, necessitating 
the fee often would not cover the 


a design has been 


several special drawings, 
expenses incurred. 

* Under the R.1.B.A. schedule, the customary fee for 
abandoned work, when tenders had been obtained, was 
three-fifths of the full fees, and surely, for housing schemes 
where the fees have already been greatly cut, this propor- 
tion should not be reduced. 

* Resolution No. 1 states that in exceptional circum- 
stances special arrangements with regard to fees may be 
required, but such a resolution may be of little use, as the 
court of appeal is not mentioned. 

* As a specific example of how unremunerative the scale 
would be in some cases, I give the following particulars of 
the number of types of cottages proposed for one scheme 
where the local authorities required as much variety of 
design as possible throughout their district. In this ex- 
ample it would appear that the ordinary scale of 5 per cent. 
on each original design and 23 per cent. on each repeat 
should apply. 

*“(a) Number of cottages in original scheme—140. 

(4) Number of cottages for which tenders were signed 

44, 

*(c) Number of cottages for which designs 
pared and in the majority of cases tenders obtained before 


were pre- 


the cottages were abandoned— 92. 
* Number of different designs included in (4)—10. 
Number of minor modifications of the above designs 
included in (/) necessitating special drawings but not 
ounted as separate designs—14. 
Number of different designs included in ( 
to these included in (6)—10. 
* Number of minor modifications of these designs neces- 
ounted as separate 


) additional 


not ¢ 


sitating special drawings, but 
ms — 


lesj 
desi 


Mr. Bast. Sutron [A.], Lambourn, Berks : 

The conditions of my employment as one of three 
council in a general housing 
Housing Memorandum 


architects to a rural district 


scheme were as stated in General 


No. 31: 
* 1. § The conditions of engagement of architects shall 
be those which are customary in the professions. . 5 


“rn therefore, that the Ministry’s Memos 


a ppea rs, 
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51/D and 52 as applicable to abandoned schemes and out- clause 5 will be much interfered with, and will have to be 
f-pocket expenses ire in direct cor ivention of Memo. 31, reconsidered, 

and, if ratified by the Institute, will occasion considerable * Tam also of opinion that the terms agreed, apparently 
hardship to many members of the professi nd especi- by the Institute, as set out in Memoranda 51/D and 52, 
ally to those, like myself, who have been put to great ex- ive ridiculously out of proportion.”’ 

pense in travelling by road to rural schemes at distances up Mr. Stancey J. Weartne [A.), Norwich: 


» 25 miles from their offiec (1) Paragraph 2 of Housing Memorandum No. 52 says: 











: Mr. C. WontNer Situ [ F.1, Londo * Memoranda 4, 31, 52 are inclusive scales covering all out- 
‘It has hitherto been the custom to base an architect’s Of-pocket expenses.’ I suggest this has never been so 
commission where work is abandoned or proportion of stated. Reliance, by myself and others I have spoken to on 
the recognized fee for the completed t Seeing that this matter, has been placed on the fact that any ques- 
where housing is concerned, the mmtission has already tions not dealt with in the memoranda on fees would be 
heen reduced from 6 per cent. to 24 per cent lessinsome settled according to the custom of the profession. It is on 
cases. Clause 5 of the Institute s s t unreasonable this ruling that [—and J am sure others—have carried on 
ind in my opinion should stand in good faith, incurring somewhat heavy expenses in nearly 
‘ Considering the verv large amount of t nvolyed in all eases; in fact, those who have visited their work con- 
preliminary work where housing is neerned—and only scientiously and dealt with it by correspondence and other- 
those of us engaged upon it know what this me s—in mv wise in a business-like way are heavy losers. 
view the proportion is not too great Does the 25 miles mean 12§ out and 124 home, or 50 
‘In anv ease if the general opinion is t t might be miles there and back?) In a county like Norfolk this is a 
reduced. the principle should be adhered t very heavy item, as the train service is not only a poor one, 
‘Tam given to understand that the Men inda do not but entirely useless for very many parts, involving train 
represent the agreement arriy lat wit the Ministry nd and evele journeys or motor hire. 
therefore should not be accepted in their present form (2) Apart from this question of out-of-pocket expenses, 
To reduce our remuneration t oposed is the other outstanding feature of this memorandum for 
cateulated to lower the status of the profess abandoned work, as against previous memoranda, appears 
to be under the heading of House Plans (6b), where the same 
Mr. Gro. T. Brow N [F.], Hon. 8 ‘ » Northern — pasis, namely 5 per cent. on the first 12, ete., is taken, but 
Architectural Association : Some bers of this As- fees are only allowed on the separate designs. This, in a 
sociation who have State-aided | ing schemes in hand case of, say,a scheme for 62 houses, and where only, strictly 
object to the proposed fees for abandoned 4 ss, put more speaking, two separate designs are used, would work out at 
strongly to the questions of Detiniti rScheme and aq ridiculously low figure in one case against the other. 
the elimination of ali out-of-pocket expens n particular (3) There is no mention of quantities under the head- 
there is the case of a local authority having schemes on @ — jng of * House Plans.’ 17 presume where these have been 
number of sites and employing different architects hese finished complete, the full scale would be allowed.” 
irchitects work quite independently of each other, and i aes 
when they were appointed on the agreed s b the only ASSOCIATION OF NORWICH ARCHITECTS lelegram : 
interpretation was that each was in charge of a scheme and Special Meeting of Association makes strongest protest 
would be paid as such. If the new finition is accepted, ®%2inst non-payment of travelling expenses below 25 miles ; 
however, it will mean a pooling of fees amongst all the £"@Ve Injustice in sm ull, widely separated rural schemes ; 
avehiteots. andiis domethine whith ther giend wasnever: 7 s° protests against s« ale for abandoned schemes as in- 
suggested or intended when they were appointed or a¢ vdequate. 
cepted the work on the scale as it then stood Mr. THos. Raysown [A.], Oxford: ‘* On behalf of the 
i. Son sasemse TS). Wawnees a Committee of the Oxfordshire Society of Architects, 1 pro 
Raa ino te cleaw attentions ee ee test against the ratification of the latest Memorandum 
which I am acting on behalf of three firms | are joint with reference to Architects’ Fees. 
architects for a State-aided housing he f me 540 Professor ADSHEAD [ F.]: 
houses. The site for the houses in e3 oly difficult ‘Although a member of the Committee that met the 
me, ona bank side, and the position of the scheme at the Ministry, | was only asked to attend two meetings, and | 
moment is as follows : could not take entire responsibility for all that was settled, 
Lay-out plan prepared and apy | though [ admit to being in general agreement with the 
‘Sketch plans for houses approved scale as now drawn. The real point at issue is as to 
** Detailed plans for houses approved whether the scale is to be retrospective. 
* Quantities are being taken off by s ‘ * At the last meeting of the Committee, when Sir 
** Plans for roads and sewers al st te and quan Charles Ruthen was in the chair, this question of whether 
tities being taken oft. the fees were to be retrospective was very tentatively put 
* The seale of fees agreed upor those set out in forward by me, but the question was not really followed up 
Memorandum 31. This, of course, however, is the serious point at issue, and 
* The payment for the lay-out plan and sewers will, on evidently the Ministry know it, as in issuing their scale of 
this particular site, just cover the actu sts of prepara fees now to be ratified, they have stated that the scale 
tion levels, ete. If the work goes on. the full payment for would apply in every case, except where an agreement pro- 
houses, together with sewers, ete., is £8,902 (assuming an viding for a specific payment for abandoned fees has been 
iverage of £800 per house), whereas if abandoned the pay- made between the local authority and architect, prior to 
ment will only be £560, the difference for sup ision prac- the date of the Memorandum. 
tically being £7,669, which is manifestly absurd Very few architects have any specitic agreement at all 
‘The amount of £560 will by no means ver the ex ther than an acceptance of the terms set out in Memor- 
penses entailed in the work. inda Nos, 4 and 31—an acceptance which has been proved 
“Tt is true the proposed alteration states that * special by reason of instalments having been paid in accordance 
arrangements may be required in exceptional circum with the terms of these scales. Memorandum 3] makes no 
stances,’ but even under the most favourable circum reference to any specific scale of fees for abandoned 
stances, if Memorandum 51 D and 52 neorporated in schemes, but includes a clause which sets out that the con- 
clause 9, would the scale reach t} n¢ t hed ruling ditions of engagement of architects and surveyors shal! be 
Jaid down in clause 5 ? those customary in the respective professions, for example, 


*‘ Tf clause 9 is altered as proposed ! f opinion that generally, such as the conditions prescribed by the R.1. B.A. 

















STATE-AIDED HOUSING SCHEMES 


and the Society of Architects in the case of engagement of 
architects. 

* This appears to me to be the presentation of the legal 
aspect of the case, and it will remain for the Institute to 
decide as to whether they are to uphold the payment of fees 
for abandoned schemes on the basis of the Institute charge, 
in the case of agreements entered into previously to the 
making of this scale, or whether the profession is to be 
advised to accept a new reading. 

** My view is, that the Institute will be well advised to 
seek a further interview with the Ministry, and have the 
whole of this question cleared up, as, whilst, as I said at the 
outset, I think the general fees for abandoned schemes is 
tolerably fair as regards later undertakings, an enormous 
amount of work was done in the first instance at very great 
expense to architects, which will never be paid for, and it 
will leave them out-of-pocket if this scale of abandoned 
schemes is retrospective.” 

Mr. Herpert A. Wetcu [A.] moved as an amendment 
that the matter be referred back for further consideration. 
As a member of the deputation—added rather late in the 
day—he felt the matter very keenly. The Ministry’s 
statement that the terms and conditions set out in the 
Memorandum had been agreed by the Royal Institute and 
the Society of Architects was not correct, and it was 
particularly unfortunate that that communication had 
gone out to local authorities. He hoped that the Council 
had protested, or, if not, that they would take early steps 
to get the matter put right. For the past fifteen years he 
had had considerable experience of housing matters, 
and on the recommendation of the Practice Committee 
the Council nominated him to serve on the deputation 
which was conducting negotiations with the Ministry of 
Health on the question of housing fees. At his request 
Mr. Gibson furnished him with a type-written statement 
setting out the proposals which before he joined the depu- 
tation had been discussed and tentatively agreed bet ween 
the Ministry and the deputation. He went very carefully 
into these proposals and discussed with Mr. Gibson certain 
modifications of them before going to the Ministry of 
Health. The deputation met the Ministry of Health on 
6th May last when the whole matter was discussed, to- 
gether with the modifications he had suggested. At that 
meeting, with the single exception of his suggestion as to 
what should be the real meaning of the word ** schemes,” 
the proposals were,in the main, agreed. At the conclusion 
of that meeting it was suggested that the Ministry should 
prepare a draft and that some one from the deputation 
should agree to that draft. Mr. Gibson was appointed by 
the deputation for that purpose. He learned afterwards 
and he was sure Mr. Gibson would not mind his mentioning 
it—that Mr. Gibson had agreed to the draft with the 
Ministry, and he (Mr. Welch), as an individual member of 
the deputation, knew nothing more of it until at a late: 
date he received from the Council what purported to be the 
agreed terms of the resolutions arrived at by the Ministry 
of Health, which terms the Council in the meantime had 
confirmed. He at once wrote to the Secretary R.I.B.A. 
and to Mr. Gibson stating that the terms as set out did not 
agree in some vital particulars with what was agreed by the 
deputation with the Ministry. Dealing with the variations 
between the printed form as agreed and the original pro- 
Mr. Welch pointed out that in the preamble to 
No. 52 the original draft contained the words “ or con- 
ditional approval ”’ after the word *‘ approval,” but in the 
paper sent out by the Ministry these words were omitted. 
Then in No. If. Road and Sewers, sub-s. (i), the word 
* specifications,” which was not in the original draft, had 
been introduced. It should not have been there, for it was 
pointed out to the Ministry that specifications would not be 
prepared at that stage. Then with regard to ** quantities,” 
it was explained to the Ministry that the preparation of 
quantities was no part of an architect’s duties, and that it 
had been inserted in error in the previous memoranda. 
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The Ministry admitted the error, and agreed that it should 
come out. Yet it occurred again in Memorandum 52. 
With regard to par. 2, “* Inall cases of partially abandoned 
schemes, etc.,”” he had no recollection of this having been 
discussed at all: this was the first he had heard of any 
reference to “three-quarters of the fees’? mentioned in 
that clause. A further point he wished particularly to 
make was with regard to No. III. House Plans, par. 3: 
‘In all cases of partially abandoned schemes fees in aceord- 
ance with the preceding paragraph 2 will be payable for the 
abandoned work.”’ That was quite wrong. What in fact 
was agreed was that fees in accordance with paragraph 1, 
sub-sections (i) and (ii), should be paid. That made a 
difference of 50 per cent. in the remuneration to be received 
by architects for abandoned plans. There had evidently 


been a misquotation or some such mistake—* para- 
graph 2” should have read ** paragraph 1, sub-sections (i) 


and (ii)..”” These were the fundamental points of his 
criticism and were the reasons why he as a member of the 
deputation proposed that the matter be referred back for 
further consideration. He could not help feeling that the 
individual members of the deputation had not received the 
consideration they had a right to expect. The draft 
posals should have been submitted to them before being 
sent to the Council, so that it might be clear to them that 
the final draft as agreed was in accordance with their inten- 
tions. He submitted that in future, when deputations 
were appointed, they should act as a body and do the work 
themselves rather than have it done for them. 


Mr. Horace Cusitt [4.] said that, speaking as a mem- 
ber of the deputation, his recollection was that the Ministry 
asked the deputation to appoint one among their number 
to go through the wording of the points raised, and agree 
them with the Ministry. A vote was taken, and Mr. 
Gibson was unanimously selected. Therefore it was rather 
unfair to Mr. Gibson that it should be now suggested that 
he should do something which it was never intended ke 
should do. 

Mr. Wetcu said he had no intention of bringing Mr. 
Gibson’s name into the matter. He (Mr. Welch) was ap- 
pointed, not in an individual capacity but as a member of 
the Practice Committee, and was therefore responsible to 
the Committee for what was done. When Mr. Gibson was 
elected by the deputation to approve the draft, he sug- 
gested to Mr. Gibson that as a member specially appointed 
by the Practice Committee and answerable to them he 
would like to attend with Mr. Gibson. This Mr. Gibson 
readily agreed to. 

Mr. W. G. Watkins [A.] (Lincoln) seconded the amend 
ment. The matter, he said, affected him financially to an 
extraordinary degree. He had been acting for a little over 
two years as architect to a rural council housing scheme. 
After a considerable time the local authority, advised by 
him, selected twenty-one sites, widely scattered over an 
area of roughly twenty-five miles by fifteen miles. They 
vpportioned the houses to the sites, so many to each site 
perhaps two on the least, rising to twenty on the largest 
site. Lay-out plans were made and paid for according to 
scale. Four type plans were adopted, the houses to be 
constructed in pairs according to locality and require- 
ments. Separate tenders were invited for all the twenty 
one sites, and applications were received for thirteen differ- 
ent sites, the quantities being sent to the builders for these 
thirteen sites. Although the four type plans were repeated 
on every site, there was a considerable amount of work that 
did not repeat. The sites were purely country sites ; there 
were no sewers, no roads, no water, no gas, Every site 
had to be visited and treated on its merits; it had to be 
decided where the water supply should be, how deep the 
well, how many wells, where the sewer or, 
the cesspool should be—sometimes there was a running 
stream and a septic tank was possible. They 
separate things altogether. He submitted the thirteen 
sites te the Ministry, and the whole lot were turned down, 


in some Cases, 


were 
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It happened about twelve months ag vhen th 

Ministrv were getting ** cold feet ’ and turning num! f 
schemes down. He had several negotiations with builders 
after that, and eventually got prices for t ites which 
were accepted by the Ministry By that time his uncil 
had got sick of the whole thing. ids tl vould have 
no more to do with it. Then | juestion of fees 
He was engaged on Housing Memor lum N 31 He 
asked the Institute Practice Committ t he ought t 

charge, and they said two-thirds Het le up his account 
and sent it in; it amounted £1,552 18 I} or four 
days after the clerk to the u t ied im Me I 


andum No. 52 and asked if 





ustounded at what he read, and F it the stat 

ment that it had received th i n of t R | Ins 

tute of British Architects. He ked ou I remunel 

tion he should receive under Memorandum N 52. and 
found that it amounted to £189 There were thirteen 
sites, and the remuneration was £180 f preparing the 
four type plans, getting in thirteen tenders, with the ul 
sidiary items thrown in. One o1 is anomalies 
he would call attention to. One of his sites contained the 
four types of plan, so that had that particular site consti 


tuted the whole scheme the payn 


same as for the thirteen sites. 

sites unpaid for, and all the wor 
unpaid for. He had worked o 
veyor’s fees would be—£931. 

vevor, £180 for the architect ! 

not alter the old one as regards « 
had his scheme gone to fruition 
£2,300, so it followed that the di 
£2,300 was for superintendence 
ence, £180 for bringing the sche 
work ! He need not labour the i 
see why he had come all this way 
This was not an exceptional case 
rural areas. A neighbour of his 






suuld have been the 
He would have had twelve 


ent W 





k in conn n with them 
ut what the quantity sur 
£931 juantity sur- 
The ne Me randum did 
leted schemes, so that 

iis fees would have been 
fference between £180 and 





perintend 


me to the point of starting 





to oppose the resolutions. 


,a Fellow of the Institute, 





had quite a small rural scheme, a one-type plat 1 SIX sites 
His fee would be €45. 

Mr. Leoxnarp Erkineron [A.] said ! ntirely 
in sympathy with th rmendment These resolutions 
emanated from the Council, and h nsid 1 that it was 
only due to the Institute and to tl ittendin 
that meeting that some one from the ¢ should be 
there to explain the circumstances ur hich it was 
necessary to alter the scale of f s which ha } n aecreed 
anda cept d by the Institute explair negot ns 
should hive heen entered into by the ¢ 9 
tute with the Ministry of Health, and to have given some 
insight into the factors which } | l f 
make so utterly bad a bargain 

Mr. J. S. Gruson[F.), rising at . he Chair 
man, said he wished first to refe personal 
matter raised by Mr. Welch At deputa 
tion attended by members of t Ins he Society 
of Architects, he had consent ) drafting 
on behalf rf both bodies He l \ V Gia | 
if Mr. Welch could have accompa Min try, 
but unfortunately there was no tit rrany 
ments. He attended in respons essage 
from the Ministry, and then drafted ) Hay 
ing cleared up that little matt ti 
explain the whol cubject as far a . m 
First, he had no responsibility ( nal 
Memorandum or for No. 31, | \ 1 al t 
August, 1919, when he was n memb | Council 
or ‘he deputation Ther mn that ¢ the meet 
ings with the Ministrv of Health and the publication of 
their recent Memoranda was because n rovision had ap- 
parently been made in previous Memoranda for payment 
to architects for th preparation of scher which had 
been abandoned, or partially abandoned No, no.’’] 
It was true that Memorandum 31 stated that the con 


ditions generally of the emp! 


ryment of architects should 


pply; but that point was distinctly taken up, and the 
Treasury officials denied that there was any liability 
Members might take it from him that the Treasury would 





n pay one penny piece under Memorandum 31 for 
tbandoned partially abandoned work 

Mr. We_cu: I have received payment under No. 4 and 
No, 31 for abandoned work on the scale set down in those 
Memoranda and on the two-thirds fees of the R.I.B.A 


Mr. Gipson: That point was one of the earliest dealt 
with, and the Treasury took the view that they were not 
liable for payment, and that they would not pay. This 

is the principal reason why the negotiations had been 
entered into. Originally everybody expected that the 
ho ising st he mes would go on rapidly, and money would be 
fortheoming without stint. That a scheme should be 
undoned never occurred to any one. A reaction, however, 
had set in, and at the instance of the Ministry of Health 
schemes were being abandoned, wholly or partially, all 
rthne country. 

Mr. J. H. Kennarp [F.): The local authorities have 
viven the order and they must pay. 

Mr. Gipson: The real authority is the Ministry of 
Health, which provides the funds. The local authority can 
not pay a single penny except out of their own rates. As 
regards the negotiations between the Ministry and the In 
stitute and the Society of Architects, he regretted that it 

is only at a late stage of the proceedings that Mr. Welch 
came on to the deputation and helped them with his valu- 
ible advice. He would like to deal in some detail with the 
points raised by Mr. Welch. In regard to the incorporation 
of the words ** preparation of quantities ” in the Roads and 
Sewers contract, if was true that in the earlier part of the 
negotiations, through inadvertence on the part of all con- 

rned, including the Ministry, no provision had been made 
for payment for roads and sewers ; it was entirely through 
Mr. Welch's good offices that that point was taken up. But 
vt the meeting at which Mr. Welch was present the ques- 
tion of roads and sewers was definitely brought up and also 
the question of the provision of quantities by architects. 
He thought Mr. Welch’s memory was at fault when he 
stated that those words had been inserted in the original 
document through inadvertence. It was distinctly put to 
the Ministry at the meeting that it was not the architect’s 
business to provide bills of quantities. The deputation 
1dmitted that in the North and Midlands there were archi- 
tects who supplied quantities, or prepared them as part of 
their practi yut this did not obtain in the South. But 
the Ministry did not at that meeting agree that these words 
had been inserted in the original document through inad- 
vertence. And when he went at a later stage to agree the 
draft the Ministry produced clear evidence that at a meet- 
ing with a large deputation consisting of members of the 
Institute and the Society of Architects when Memorandum 
31 was agreed, the provision of quantities by the architect 

part of his payment for the roads and sewers work was 
discussed and was deliberately agreed to. That put him ina 
very difficult position, because one cannot go back on what 
had been avreed by a deputation dealing with the same sub 
ject on a previous occasion even though it might be an 
injustice, and all he could do was to express surprise that 
any deputation had agreed to such terms and say that he 
should report it to the Council of the Institute. He did 
report it, and the Council agreed with him that if any body 
f men representing the profession had agreed to certain 
terms with the Ministry it was extremely unwise to go back 
n those terms and to try and alter them. As to payment 
for partially abandoned schemes, the view of the Ministry 
was that the architect had carried out a certain portion of 
his work and had been paid for it, but that he was also en- 
titled to charge as a new design any design that would 
have been built had the scheme not been partially aban- 
doned. That was the reason why it was put in as *‘ para 
graph 2° and not as “ paragraph 1.” Speaking on the 


wh matter, he thouyht the Institute Council had come 
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juite honestly to the conciusion that this document was an 
ttempt, made in perfect good faith, by the Institute and 
he Ministry to arrive at a reasonable settlement for the 
payment of architects for work that had been done in good 
In the event of this not being accepted as a settle- 
ment the view was held—perhaps wrongly—that there 
would be no redress for any architect whose scheme was 
‘ither abandoned or partially abandoned except by going to 
law and establishing his position. [A Memprer: So much 
the better.] He had a little experience of the law, and if 
members thought it was better to establish their claim by 
bringing a test case then that was the proper action for 
them to take. If, on the contrary, after reflection of the 
whele matter, they thought that some specific terms en- 
suring payment for services, not at all in accordance with 
the scale they were perfectly justified in expecting—but 
payment which would reimburse them for the time ex- 
pended and for out-of-pecket expenses [‘* It does not’’] it 
was an alternative policy which might be worth considera- 
tion. The difficulty of legislating for individuals was insur- 
mountable. The fees that had been arranged from time to 
time were arranged on a broad basis, and if an agreement 
was to be come to with the Ministry, it would have to be a 
national agreement. But hardships there would be. In 
legislating nationally, inequalities could not be avoided. To 
speak frankly, it was up to members to tell the Council that 
they did not want an agreement other than the documents 
ilready published. The Council, he was sure, would give 
most serious consideration to what was said. [A MEMBER: 
Is it not too late 7] He could not see that it was too late. 
The Ministry had published in No. 51 a statement that it 
had the approval of the Institute. But that was entirely 
unauthorised ; the Council would never sanction anything 
of that nature without its having been submitted to and 
endorsed by the General Body. 

A Member: Could not that be cleared up? No. 51 D 
states definitely that the terms have been agreed by the 
Institute. 

The Secretary : Memorandui No. 4 (now in the Insti- 
tute scale as Clause 9) was agreed with the Ministry and 
accepted by the General Body and put into the Seale. Then, 
in response to the Ministry’s invitation, the Council agreed 
No. 31, but the very day that a meeting of the General 
Body was to be held to sanction No. 31 a message came 
from the Ministry asking that the document should be 
withheld as the Ministry had further communications to 
make on the matter. No. 31 has never been approved by 
the General Body. Negotiations then took place mainly 
on the question of abandoned schemes, and the present 
meeting was called to ratify the terms which are set out in 
the Memoranda just issued and which the Council have 
agreed with the Ministry. The Ministry have been in- 
formed that the Council have approved and that the matter 
has now to receive the sanction of the General Body. 

Mr. SypNeY Perks, F.S.A. [ F.], Chairman of the Hous- 
ing Sub-Committee of the Practice Committee, referring to 
the statement in Memorandum No. 31 that the conditions 
of engagement should be those which are customary, said 
that he had always regarded Memorandum No. 31 as part 
of the Institute scale. He had been informed that the 
Ministry’s idea was that the customary conditions could 
not be read into the document because the word * gener- 
ally? was used. But that was a most unworthy attitude 
totakeup. The Council had authorised the Practice Com- 
mittee to state a case for the opinion of counsel, and no 
doubt members would be advised of the result. He asked 
the meeting to vote against the amendment in order that 
he might move another amendment—viz., ‘‘ That this 
General Meeting of the R.I.B.A. repudiates the scale in 
Memorandum No. 52.” 

Mr. WELCH said he thought the suggested amendment 
too destructive. His amendment to refer the matter back 
was constructive, and was made in that form because he 
believed it impossible to get the Ministry to agree toa scale 


faith. 





Wt 
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of remuneration for abandoned work on the basis of 
Housing Memoranda Nos. 4 and $1 applying thereto the 
R.1.B.A. Seale fee for abandoned work. He thought 
better terms could be obtainable by getting a more favour- 
able definition of the term ‘‘ scheme.’’ He considered the 
Ministry's idea of considering schemes on various sites pro- 
moted by a local authority as one scheme only was a mis- 
take, especially in rural areas. He suggested the following 
definition: ** That in urban districts where two separate 
sites comprising a scheme are within easy reach of each 
other, the sites shall for the purpose of calculating the fees 
payable for abandoned work be considered as one site.”’ 
He suggested this because in the majority of cases in urban 
areas the architects employed have had erected a fair pro- 
portion of houses and have been paid accordingly, and 
therefore the comparative loss would not be so heavy. 
Again: **In boroughs and larger districts where each site 
is being considered by one or more architects, all such sites 
shall be dealt with separately on the same basis; in rural 
areas where sites are scattered the site pertaining o each 
village or locality shall be considered separately.” Therein 
he considered laid one chance of getting better and more 
equitable conditions, because it was manifestly unfair to 
architects employed by authorities on a rural scheme to be 
paid on the same basis as those employed on an urban 
scheme. The architect of a rural scheme had enormous 
distances to travel, in addition to which each had 
peculiarities such as water, drainage, fencing, and the like, 


site 


for which there was no standardised method of dealing. 
Each had to be solved separately. 

Mr. GeorFry Lucas [F. that 
hound to publish the Ministry’s scale it should not be pub- 
lished as part of the R.1.B.A. Scale, but on a separate slip. 
They did not want to send to private clients and to public 
bodies a scale which contained terms that were quite con- 
trary totheirrights. As to Resolution (2) before the meet- 
ing. he would suggest that the documents referred to should 
not be printed in the KaLenpAr. As a Member of Council 
he might say that he was in the North of England when this 
question of fees for abandoned schemes came before the 
Council, and he very much regretted not being present, for 
the scale was utterly ridiculous. and the Ministry was im 
posing upon architects from every point of view. That they 
could argue that the conditions of engagement did not app!y 
to the whole of the document was a positive absurdity, and 
an indignity that they must not put up with. 

Mr. Leonarp Extxkineton [A.] said they owed their 
thanks to Mr. Gibson for his frank statement, but even 
with it he doubted whether they could thoroughly under- 
stand and appreciate the factors which led the deputation 
to adopt the scheme. Mr. Gibson said that their primary 
difficulty was to interpret clause 5 of the Scale of Charges 
into the conditions of engagement which were an essential 
part of Memoranda4+and3l. The deputation appeared to 
have accepted the views of the Treasury officials, and the 
Council were at fault in not awaiting the advice of the Prac- 
tice ( whose function it was to consider and 
advise on such a point as this. The Chairman of a Sub- 
Committee of the Practice Committee had informed them 
that that very point had been deemed one on which legal 
A point of that nature should not 
have the dictation of the Treasury 
officials without legal advice. Fortunately, they had Mr. 
Welch’s direct evidence that in two cases fees had been paid 
in full, under Memorandum No. 4 or No. 31, on the basis 
of clause 5 of the Seale of Charges. The objections to 
Memorandum No. 52 were threefold : (1) the extraordinary 
delimitation of expenses; (2) the absurd scale for aban- 
doned work; (3) the extraordinary definition of the word 
‘*Schemes.”’ It was absurd to attempt to lay down that 
legal contracts, properly made under seal, and based upon 
a document emanating from the Government, were to be 
corrected and amended by any chance leaflet issued by the 
Government, which, after all, was not a party to definite 


if the Vv were 


, 
|} suggested 


ommittee, 


advice should be taken. 


been assented to at 
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agreements between the architects and their clients the 
local authorities. The better course would have been for 
the Council to have awaited legal advice, and if necessary 
to have got material from members concerned in housing 
schemes for a test case against the Government before dis- 
cussing, much less appearing to acce 1 document of this 
sort. Mr. Gibson, a most able neg: or, had made what 
he considered the best terms he could under the peculiar 
position in which he was placed. But he had not explained 
why the deputation had been led into agreeing that the 
word “Scheme” in a document published some months 





previously should now have a different interpretation from 
what it was clearly intended to have originally It was a 
most extraordinary situation, The deputation, if they 
were discussing fees for abandoned work, ought never to 
have allowed expenses or the 





definition f the word 
“Scheme ”’ to have been imported into the discussion. 
The Ministry’s motive was to whittle down the architects’ 
fees, and the attempt should be resisted with all the force 
they were capable of. He thought they would be stronger 
if they took action on the lines indicated by Mr. Perks, and 
leave the Council to extricate the Institute from the mess 
into which it had been placed. 

Mr. J. H. Kennarp [ F.] instan 1 a scheme with fifty 
houses, the contract being drawn in full for the whole fifty. 


Twenty had been proceeded with and the other thirty 
abandoned. On the signing of the mtract the architects’ 
fees were paid in the customary manner, one half of the 
fees for the housing on the whole of the fifty It was 
specifically stated in the accounts sent to the Council who 
paid that money that such was the cas How could 
those two later documents be held to apply if the othe 
thirty houses were abandoned There had been a pay 

ment made and accepted on that basis, so that the archi 

tects had already drawn one-half of the fees on the aban 

doned thirty houses. It was a posit might easily 
lead to legal action against the architects, and therefore he 
thought that Mr. Perks’s amendment should be supported. 


The bulk of the members of the Instit 
badly let down—very badly let 


he felt, had been 


DV negotiators 





who, in the majority, were not familiar with housing 
practice. The advice ought to have been asked of members 
who were known to be large ly « wace | in h USING work. 


Inthe Ministry’s Form of Contract the builder might claim 
his anticipated profits in the event of his work being aban 
doned. Why should the architect be deprived of his anti 
cipated profits ? He had twice refused private work be 
cause he felt he was not justified 





’ pting it owing to 
the amount of housing work he had in hand If the hous- 
vas entitled to 
soine sort of anticipated profit on such housing schemes as 
s of othe 
work. Jt seemed to him that the Ministry had put a pistol 
to the heads of the deputation ltold them that they had 
to agree or they would get nothin Che dignified course 
to have taken was to decline to negotiate anv further. He 
would support Mr. Perks’s »mend ment 

Mr. Horace Custtt suggested that strengthen 
the hands of the Institute in dealing with this matter, 
every member concerned with housing work who objected 


ing schemes were to be cut down, surely he 


he was engaged on, to « ympensate him f 


to this Memorandum should write to the Secretary stating 


his own case and giving all particulars They would then 
cet a considerable volume of evidence which would enable 
the matter to be dealt with on better lines With regard 
to rural housing schemes, members would recall that afte 
Memorandum No. 4 was issued an addition was made to the 
scale of housing fees for rural worl {n extra half per 


cent. was obtained from the Ministry: so there was a 
precedent, and he felt sure they would be able to get better 


terms for rural schemes. Members seemed to assume that 
Memorandum 51D had been agreed by the Council with 
the Ministry. That was not so. The Council, probably 
unwisely, agreed to waive the claim for travelling expenses 
mn distances under twenty-five miles, but they did not 


agree to the clause in Memorandum 51D, which said: “‘The 
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scales of fees in General Housing Memoranda Nos. 4, 31, 


and 52 are inclusive scales covering all out-of-pocket ex- 
penses.” The Council had not agreed that with the Minis- 
try, and he suggested that the Secretary be instructed to 


write to the Ministry pointing out that this was a mis- 
statement. 

Mr. A. W. Henyines [F.] suggested that the prope: 
method of going to work would be for members themselves 
to put pressure on the Ministry. In Manchester they had 
a very large scheme, and half adozen architects were ap 
pointed and panels made. The architects did their work ; 
all their plans were turned down: they sent ina bill to the 
Corporation on account of the amount they considered they 
were entitled to. They got what they applied for, but it 
was only on account. The proper way was for members to 
send in their accounts and press for them, and not to sub- 
mit to circulars which were sent out by the Ministry as a 
guide to local authorities. 

Mr. T. ALwyys Luioyp [F.] said there was a deliberate 
move on the part of the Ministry to cut down urban 
schemes as well as rural schemes, and not only did that 
apply to abandoned schemes, for the Ministry were en 
deavouring to reduce existing contracts. Members should 
realise that if this sort of thing went through they would 
find that, supposing a contract were for 100 houses, it 
would be reduced to 50. Then that would be treated, al- 
though the scheme was actually in their hands and formed 
part of a contract, as an abandoned scheme. The point of 
ibandoned rural schemes did not affect him to any extent 
personally, so he could speak with greater freedom, and he 
urged members to pass both amendments, if possible, for 
they were not necessarily contradictory. If they refused 
to ratify, and at the same time referred the present scale 
back, they would be doing the right thing. He hoped thei 
representatives would not accept the Treasury view, as 
they seem disposed to have done in the past, because 
obviously that could not now be the architects’ view. The 
sole purpose of the Treasury was to cut down every house 
they possibly could, by foul means or by fair; they were 
engaged in cutting down existing contracts, trying to in- 
duce builders to give up profits, and so on. The question 
of Quantities had been raised. He had suggested to the 
Institute Committee that members who were actually en- 
gaged on housing schemes would be glad to come up to 
the Institute—he himself had come from Cardiff speciatly 
for this meeting—to give their views on this question of 


Quantities, but so far he had not been favoured with an 
invitation. He hopedif this matter was referred back that 


the Committee would do those who were engaged in hous 
ing operations the courtesy of asking them to come and lay 
their views before the Committee. He thought they could 
be of real help. 

Mr. Welch’s amendment, being put to the vote, was lost 
cussion then ensued as to the exact wording of Mr. 
Perks’s amendment, which was finally seconded by Mr. G. 
H. Kennard, and passed by the meeting nem. con. in the 
ollowing form: 

** That this General Meeting declines to alter the Scale 
of Charges by approving Memoranda 52 and 51D, and 
ealls on the Council to repudiate the statement that the 
Royal Institute of British Architects has agreed to 

them 
The proceedings then terminated. 





Acquisition of Land for Housing Schemes. 


The following General Housing Memorandum No. 53 
has been issued by the Ministry of Health : 

1. In view of the fact that the arrangements for the 
vequisition of land for housing sites are already in advance 
of the requirements for the building work likely to be put 
in hand in the immediate future, local authorities should 
not at the present stage incur further commitments in 
regard to sites without previous reference to the Housing 
Commissioner, 
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2. It is therefore requested that the local authority will 
ibtain the specific authority of the Housing Commis- 
joner— 

(a) before completing the purchase of any site for 
which negotiations have been completed, but for 
which no binding contract has been entered into ; 

(b) before obtaining valuations or undertaking negotia- 
tions for the acquisition of new sites for housing 
purposes either directly or through the Valuation 
Office. 


3. The Council should also consult the Housing Com- 
missioner on the question whether existing negotiations, 
either directly or through the Valuation Office, should be 
continued. 

4. In cases where a compulsory order has been made and 
confirmed, but no notice to treat has yet been served, the 
Housing Commissioner should be consulted before any 
further action is taken. If he concurs that the land in 
question will not be required for the purpose of the assisted 
scheme, the persons who have been served with notice of 
the order should be notified that the local authority do not 
propose to exercise their powers. In any such cases where 
the local authority may have requested the Valuation 
Office to reopen negotiations, the Valuation Office should 
be requested to break off these negotiations. 


The Housing Problem in the Villages. 

Mr. Maurice Hewlett’s account in The Times of the 
12th inst. of the housing muddle in a rural district of 
Wiltshire is typical of the state of affairs in numerous 
districts, rural and urban, throughout the country. 
Mr. Hewlett, who is on a rural district council and 
member of its housing committee, writes : 


I was chosen in 1919, with the Housing Act before me. 
I knew the need of the villages, realized the duties cast on 
local authority by the Act, and, whatever I may have 
thought of the scheme, of its financial merits, or chances of 
success, [ accepted it explicitly. I knew that I was tied to 
the statute, but I took the thing upon its face value, and 
was prepared to devote my nights and days toit. And so 
I did, and so did my colleagues. A housing committee 
was appointed at the first meeting of the new council. | 
may say that for two and a half years we have never met 
less than once a fortnight, and have frequently met oftener. 
We began operations by requisitioning from all the parish 
councils we served estimates of the number of cottages 
needed, and of existing cottages which ought to be con- 
demned as soon as substitutes could be provided. Having 
those, we visited in turn every village, and many more than 
once, to select sites for new houses, and judge for ourselves 
of the condition of old ones. The expense of all this, 
which was considerable, fell, 1 may say, upon ourselves. 

There, then, was our work cut out. Under the pro- 
visions of the Act, goaded at every turn by the feverish 
activity of numberless officials, all anxious, as Mr. George 
would say, “to deliver the goods,” harangued and ad- 
monished by the Ministerial Press, we did acquire, at prices 
settled by Government, some 42 acres of land scattered 
about in some 24 villages, and borrowed from the Loan 
Commissioners, in order to pay for it, over £5,800 of public 
money at 6 per cent., which we have no more chance of 
repaying thanthe maninthe moon. We instructed archi- 
tects who, enlisted under terms laid down in a Memoran- 
dum 31, set to work with their quantity-surveyors to lay 
out the sites, and prepare plans and specifications for 
Ministerial approval. That being obtained, we advertised 
for tenders, received some, and were badly frightened. The 
famous “ penny rate”’ limit of our liability, as we were 
repeatedly assured, produced in our district about £180, 
less than the quarter of the cost of one cottage. Acquainte d 


as we all were, with the powers of Parliament, and, as some 
of us were, with the peculiar methods of Mr. George, we 
saw that we were about to become debtors to the Govern- 
ment on the face of things for £200,000, on which the 
interest at 6 per cent. would accumulate for 80 years. 
Beyond that, we were to be responsible for the upkeep of 
240 cottages. 

This, Sir, was the bubble solemnly kept in the air by the 
Government, quite regardless of expense or time or trouble, 
for 2} years. During that time, let me tell you, one of our 
architects was required to produce three successive plans 
and specifications for the same cottages, all of which were 
successively “‘ approved” by the Ministry! But enough 
ofthat. The bubble was burst in my hearing a month ago, 
when the District Housing Commissioner, in an interview 
sought by himself, felt it his duty to tell me that the 
Government did not intend to sanction any rural housing 
schemes at all. That information has recently been con- 
firmed by Sir Alfred Mond. ‘ 

The position of affairs, here, therefore, is this : 

1. The housing problem in the villages is aggravated 


rather than eased by anything which has been done. In- 
sanitary and ruinous cottages have gone further to decay. 
Overcrowding is insufferable... Public opinion has been 


raised, and when the truth is known it will be exasperated. 

2. My council (to confine myself to that) finds itself 
»wner or contracted purchaser of land, bought with bor- 
rowed money at accommodation prices, in a scattered 
district. It is not only in debt, it is responsible for the 
rates, and as frontager and adjoining owners must main- 
tain hedges and repair roads. 

3. Under compulsion of the bubble Act architects and 
surveyors have been at work for two years and a half. 
On the faith of my council, and under the Ministry’s 
Memorandum 31, they were entitled to certain fees for 
work done and out-of-pocket expenses. What is their 
position ? The District Housing Commissioner, when I 
asked him that, produced a certain Memorandum 52, only 
just then issued, which provided that architects employed 
upon what the Ministry pleasantly calls ** abandoned 
schemes ”’ should receive at the outside one-quarter of the 
amount which by Memorandum 31 was agreed to be paidat 
the time of their engagement. Memorandum 52, it must 
be observed, was not issued until the Government had 
decided to abandon rural housing. 

4. Lastly, I calculate that I alone have spent of my own 
substance, in wasted time, 16 days of 12 hours each, and in 
wasted motor hire £50. 

If I had been the citizen of some South American Re- 
public I should not have been surprised at a breach of faith 
onthisscale. Ishould have calculated the risks and taken 
office with my eyes open. In Great Britain, however, 
otherwise governed for a thousand years, the South Ameri- 
can practice has not been followed until now, when Mr. 
George has taught the Civil Service to do what no private 
employer could do without liability to prosecution, 

The implication, however, which I hope the country will 
face, is much more serious. I serve one small rural district 
in one county of England. There the Government con- 
templated an expenditure of £200,000; not only con- 
templated, but insisted, under threat of pain and penalty, 
that the expenditure should be incurred. A substantial 
portion of it was incurred accordingly. That has been 
done all over England. My council is left with land which 
it does not want and liability which it cannot afford. So 
have all the rural district councils in England. I have 
pledged my honour to professional men and am unable to 
redeemit. Sohave all district councillorsin England. What 
is one to say, or what is one to do? Is the delinquency 
moralor mental? At the time the Act was passed no sane 
man believed it was serious. Did the Government believe 
it? Anyhow, they have spent our money for us—on 
nothing at all, and left us in debt. I hope we have had 
enough South American politics. 








Rural Housing 


The Times of the 14th inst pu 
letter from the President 


Srr,—Mr. Maurice Hewlett’s letter in your issue of 12th 
July calls the attention of the public to a subject of painful 
interest to architects. [ can emphatically endorse every- 
thing that Mr. Hewlett says on the profession il side of the 
matter. The Memorandum No. 52, to which he refers, was 
rejected by a unanimous vote of the Royal Institute of 
British Architects on 4th July, as its terms were held to be 
unfair to members of the profession who have worked so 
hard in the last cess of the 
housing scheme. 


lished the following 


two vears to ensul th 
Faithfully yours, 
PauL WATERHOUSE, 


President R.I.B.A. 


Sir Alfred Mond’s Housing Proposals. 


In the debate on the Government's Housing policy 
in the House of Commons on t} Sir Alfred 
Mond denied that the Government was giving up the 
Under an 


» 21st inst 


whole of its housing programme arrange- 
und the then 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, the housing schemes had been 
reduced to 200,000 and 300,000 The 
difference between what his predecessor accepted and what 
he (Sir A. Mond) now accepted was, perhaps, a question of 
20.000 or 25,000 houses. We had now a permanent burden 
for 60 years, of £10,000,000 a year on our taxes in order to 
provide these houses. We had incurred a mmitment of 
over £600,000,000 and the Government were trying to re- 
view the situation at a when there were sufficient 
contracts and tenders approved to upv for at least 
twelve or eighteen months the whole building facilities of 
the country. Was not that the best time, he asked, to call 
a halt, and was that not the only method Roughly, we 


ment, he said, made between his predecessor 


houses. 


between 


time 


should spend ten millions a year for sixty years. They 
were in a very difficult quagmire, and what they wanted to 
do was to allow business to stabilize. If contracts which 


had been taken at high prices and could not be carried out 


had been delayed, the houses would cost less money. The 
saving he was effecting was 44 millions. What would be 
the use of proceeding with great building schemes if the 


mployment, 


He was not unhopeful that 


result was to increase taxation, un¢ und trade 
depression ? irangements 
would be made by which local authorities who desired t 
} 


complete schemes which had been developed would be 


enabled to do so. In any event no losses in respect of 
postponed schemes would fall upon local authorities be 

vond the penny rate. He proposed to be generous and 
fair to the local authorities. Any reasonable expenditure 
incurred in the preparation of plans and specifications in 
connection with suspended schemes would be 1 yonised as 
entitled to financial assistance Care would be taken that 
local authorities should not suffer fin hardship in 
consequence of the abandonment of schemes 


As regards subsidised houses, Sir Alfred Mond said that 
between 25,000 and 30,000 houses had been erected undet1 
the builders’ subsidy. 


He found that many f the 
did not really come within the purpose of the 


houses 
housing 
scheme. About one-third of the houses so erected 
working-class dwellings and among the remainde1 


were 
were 


such houses as week-end bungalows. Certificates issued 
under the subsidy lapsed in cases where construction was 
not begun before Ist July. A certificate holder who de- 
sired to proceed must make an application before 25th 


August. Any such person would be compelled to prove to 


the satisfaction of the local authority that he had entered 
into actual commit ments before L5th July. The same con 
dition was laid down for other px 


rsons who desired to build 
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under subsidy and who had not got the length of obtaining 
Certificate A. It was his intention to interpret the term 

commitment ” ina generous and liberal spirit ; generally, 
iny expenditure incurred in anticipation of the subsidy 
would be regarded as a commitment, such as the purchast 
of land or any other contractual obligation, including 
financial liability. It was only fair and right that, becaus 
the Government had found it necessary to change thei! 
policy, people should not suffer actual financial loss. 

Explaining what it was intended to do in regard t 
slums, Sir Alfred Mond said that he regarded this as per- 
haps the most urgent housing question, and that possibly 
it might have been better if they had begun at that end 
rather than to undertake so much new construction. He 
was a little sceptical of those expert gentlemen who said 
that the only possible method of dealing with houses con- 
demned for human habitation was to pull them down and 
build them somewhere else. His experience had shown 
that if these experts were told that the money was not 
there for their possibly perfect but probably most expensive 
schemes, they would devise a scheme perhaps not so pet 
fect but which would achieve the object in view. He was 
very anxious that they should not do nothing because they 
could not get the ideally best. If they could not rebuild 
because they had not got the funds, do not let them debat 
themselves from improving what could be improved until 
they could build. That was why he had been so anxious 
to make a start, and he knew of a case in London—a slum 
area which it was an actual disgrace to this Imperial city 
that it should be allowed to exist for another week—which 
he could make a beginning with. He was certain that if 
they could make a start, the force of public opinion, sensible 
of the good results, would compel still more money to be 
spent on this object. 

He was greatly concerned, as they all must be, at the 
whole position. But it was no use building garden cities 
for an insolvent people. 


It was no use providing houses at 
rents which he had been assured by hon. members opposite 
working men could not afford to pay. In view of the 
financial conditions, it was practically impossible for the 
Government not to adopt the course which it was adopting 
t aay. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 
Nicholas Hawksmoor (ante, p. 485). 
22, Ashley Place, Westminster, 29 June 1921. 
To the Editor, JourNAL R.I.B.A.,— 

Dear Sir,—When recently preparing a paper on 
Greenwich Hospital for the Greenwich and Lewisham 
Antiquarian Society, I spent time looking 
through the original books of the Hospital preserved 
among the State Papers in the Record Office. Of 
these books the minutes of the ( ‘ommissioners occupy 
265 folio volumes, and the accounts no less than 887. 
of which 217 apply exclusively to the works. From this 
material much reliable information about the Hospital 
and the persons connected with it can be extracted. 
As is well known, Sir C. Wren undertook the post of 
Surveyor gratis. He was allowed to engage Hawks- 
moor as his clerk and assistant at a salary of £50 per 
annum, to be paid by the Commissioners. The latter 
received other emoluments, as on 8th October 1697 
it was resolved that ** Mr. N. Hawksmoor Surveyor- 
General’s Clerk who made all the draughts for the 
building be paid £20 by the Treasurer.” 

John Scarborow, appointed first Clerk of Works in 


some 



































HEIGHT OF BUILDINGS IN LONDON 


1696, with a salary of 5s. a day, died the same year, 
and was succeeded by Henry Simmons, Clerk of Works 
at Hampton Court. The latter died in June 1698. 

There were three candidates for the vacant post, 
Mr. N. Hawksmoor, Mr. J. James, and a Mr. Wakup. 
The first was elected on condition that he resided on 
the place. He was to continue as Clerk to Mr. Surveyor 
with his former salary of £50 per annum and 4s. per 
day as Clerk of Works. James was appointed store- 
keeper and watchman as a consolation prize. 

At the fortnightly meetings of the Committee of 
Fabric Hawksmoor was constantly in request. every 
detail of the building being referred to him. In 1705 
John James’ name appears as assistant to the Clerk of 
Works, and Hawksmoor was employed on work more 
especially belonging to the architect. In 1718 James 
was appointed Clerk of Works in conjunction with 
Hawksmoor, and the two men acted together until 
1733, when owing to lack of funds the directors sus- 
pended the allowances of the two clerks of works. 
Thomas Ripley, who was surveyor at the time, took on 
James as his own clerk at a salary of £50 per annum, 
and generously allowed Hawksmoor £50 out of his own 
salary. When the work of building began again in 
1735 Ripley expressed a wish to enjoy his full salary 
without encumbrances, and James was thereupon ap- 
pointed storekeeper and Clerk of Works. Another 
official was granted the use of Hawksmoor’s house, 
who was desired to remove his goods. 

The records do not support the view that Sir John 
Vanbrugh designed the brick building on the west side 
of the King William Court. This was begun in the year 
1701 and roofed in before Vanbrugh was made a Direc- 
tor in 1703. Wren’s model preserved in the Royal 
Naval College Museum shows the building substan- 
tially as it exists. It must have been designed by him 
or by Hawksmoor acting under his direction. 

The story is complicated by the fact that the Secre- 
tary to the Commissioners was a Mr. William Van 
brugh, and it was no doubt to him that Wren wrote the 
letter in the possession of the Institute. 
faithfully, 


Yours very 
Arruur D. Suarp, Licentiate. 


Height of Buildings in London. 
38, Coleman Street, Bank, 4 July 1921. 

To the Editor, JovkNau R.1.B.A., 
~ Str,—-With reference to Mr. W. R. Davidge’s letter 
in the JourNAL of the 25th June, the Institute Build- 
ing Act Committee was appointed by the Council to 
investigate the height of buildings, the cubical con- 
tents thereof, and cognate subjects, as a consequence 
of the suggestions thrown out in Mr. Austen Hall's 
paper on * Departmental Stores ” 
* Higher Buildings for London.” 

This Committee has held numerous meetings during 
the past 15 months, during which it has gathered to- 
sether a large amount of evidence and material, and, 
after carefully considering this, it has prepared a 
scheme tor submission to the Council. 


and my paper on 


ee | 


The Committee decided, before submitting its 
scheme to the Council, to ascertain what measure of 
support it would be likely to receive from the authori- 
ties concerned, and, with this object, the Committee 
has had conferences with the Building Act Committee 
of the London County Council, the Fire Brigade Con.- 
mittee of the London County Council, the City Lands 
Committee of the Corporation, and the Society of 
Medical Officers of Health. At each of these con- 
ferences [ was requested by my colleagues to lay their 
scheme and then the respective 
bodies, and, in each case, 1 prefaced my remarks with 
the statement that the views put forward were the 
views of the Institute Committee only, that they had 
hot ve t been submitted to the ( ouncil, and that, before 
submitting them to the Council, it was desired to 
elicit, it possible, the views of the various authorities 
When the the Institute C ni- 
mittee has been concluded,a report will be prepared and 
submitted to the Council, when they will have every 
opportunity of considering the Committee's report and 
Yours faithfully, 
Denissa Josepu [F.}. 


arguments before 


concerned, work ol 


ot coming to a decision thereon. 


The Observer of the 24th inst. published the follow- 
9 from Mr. Delissa Joseph : 


ll 


22 July 1921. 

In order to avoid any misunderstanding, I 
shall feel obliged if you wiil allow me to point out that 
the scheme for ** Higher Buildings for London,” which 
has been prepared by the Building Act Committee of 
the Royal Institute of British Architects, has not yet 
been submitted to the Council of the Institute, and 
that therefore the Council have not yet had an oppor- 
tunity of forming an opinion thereon. 
ently, 


STR. 


Yours obedi- 
DELISSA JOSEPH, 

Joint Hon. Sec., London Building 
Act Committee, R.I.BA. 


Unification and Registration Committee. 
To the Editor, JouRNAL R.1.B.A.., 

DeAR Sir,— Mr. Arthur Keen is such a hard-work- 
cood friend to the R.1.B.A. that we are loth to 
criticise him, but we do respectfully suggest that the 
letters of our Hon. Secretary should be accurate, 
whether the matter be Registration, Unification, or 
the Improvement Scheme carried out at the Marble 
Arch. Mr. Keen refers us to the Report of the Com- 
mittee, but it has made no report. The facts, for Mr. 
Keen’s information, are as follows: 

The Sub-Committee made a Report in April; this 
was considered by the Committee in May, and the 
fo lowing resolutions were passed -_— ; 

1. That the principle of Scheme A namely, the 
bringing of all the architects of the United Kingdom 
into membership of the R.I.B.A.- 
basis for unification. 

2. That the matter be 
mittee to consider 


ing, 


be adopted as the 


Sub-Com 
Main 


referred to the 
details and report to the 


Comittee. 








Xt 


3. That the Committee recommend the Royal Insti- 
tute to draft such alterations of its Charter and By- 
laws as.may be necessary to comply with the principle 
of Scheme A, adopted this dav by the Unification and 
fegistration Committee, and to confer with the Coun- 
cil of the Society of Architects as to conditions of 
membership. 

t. That six additional representatives of the Allied 
Societies be selected by the Chairman and Vice-Chair 
man from the members of the Main Committee to 
serve upon the Sub-Committes 

If Mr. Keen will kindly compare our pre 
with the above resolutions he will see that it was based 


ious letter 


upon those conclusions. 

Unification is practical impossible without first 
obtaining reoistration. We must follow the example 
of the dentists and pass a Registration Bill before we 
tamper with our constitution. We hope Mr. Arthur 
Keen agrees. Yours obedientlv 

. AtrrReD W. S. Cross. Vice-President 
H. D. SearLes-Woop. Vice- Presiden! 
GeorGeE Husparp | F.] 

SypNEY Perks [F 
Diasy L. Sonomon [A.). 


Re Annual Report (ante, pp. 427, 462, 490) 


To the Editor, JOURNAL R.I.B.A., 

Dear Sir,—I would not further trespass on your 
space with reference to the above matter, saving the 
fact that L owe it to my friend Mr. Welch to clear anv 
aspersion on his capabilities W hich n ight be re ad nto 
mv letter of the 17th inst. He has informed me that 
he is not and never has been a Member of the Scale of 
Charges Committee, which as a matter of fact I took 
for cranted. Mr. Keen’s statement, therefore, was in 
error, and puts still stronger force into the point I 
raised. As an individual, of course, Mr. Welch's 


lv fitted to 


special knowledge makes him adn irab 
deputise for the Institute, but this does not relieve the 
[Institute of its responsibility to get the best possible re- 
presentatives from all sources, and obviously the very 
first bodv to be consulted should be the Committee 
which has rendered such strenuous and excellent ser- 
vice for years past on the precise matter in question 

Yours truly, P. M. Fraser [F.}. 





$ July 1921, 
To the Editor, JouRNAL R.I.B.A, 

Dear Str.—lIn the JourRNAL of 25th June Mr. P. M 
Fraser further deals with the R.I.B.A. Annual Report 
and replies in particular to the letter from Mr, Arthur 
Keen, published in the JourNaL of 11th June last 

I have no desire to * butt in *’ between these two 
worthies so long as they confine the tussle to them- 
selves, but they seem to have missed each other with 
one of their little ** jabs’ and I appear to have inter- 
cepted it. In Mr. Keen’s letter he states that °° Mr. 
Welch was appointed a me mber of the dé putation to 
meet the Ministry of Health as a representative of the 
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Seale of Charges Sub-Committee.” Mr. Fraser in turn 
takes up this point and states, ** With regard to the 
appointments to the deputation to the Ministry of 
Health regarding the Seale of Charges I was not 
speaking of any sub-Committee ; I referred to the 
Scale of Charges Special Committee, at which Mr. 
Welch never put in an appearance, and the fact now 
made clear, that he was appointed on the grounds 
of his special knowledge, throws some light on the lack 
of consideration given by the Council to this impor- 
tant matter.” I need quote no further, 

Now both of these gentlemen are wide of the mark 
in their statements. The actual facts are as follow : 

The deputation to the Ministry of Health had been 
In eXistence for some considerable period when the 
Housing sub-Committee of the Practice Standing Com- 
mittee requested that Ishould be nominateda membet 
of the deputation to represent the Practice Committee 
with especial regard to housing. The Practice Com- 
mittee in due course adopted their sub-Committee’s 
recommendation and forwarded it to the Council. who 
then added my name to the deputation as represent- 
ing the Practice Committee. am not nor have I ever 
been a member of ** The Seale of Charges Special 
Committee.” 

Since my appointment to the deputation one meet- 
ing only has been held with the Ministry of Health, 
ind at that meeting I was present. I have therefore 
served a full * possible’ number of attendances. 
Further, 1 requested that [ might be allowed to be 
present when the * draft’ of our deliberations was 
tinally agreed. My request was granted, but I was 
not apprised of the date of the meeting, nor was IT (as 
a member of the deputation) given an opportunity to 
see the draft until it reached me in printed form after 
having been agreed to by the Council. 

I consider that this draft does not by any means 
accurately represent the conclusions we arrived at. 


Yours, ete. Herpert A. Wexcu [/.]}. 


[Members may be glad to know the precise facts 
in this matter. There was no representative of the 
"Scale of Charges Committee ” on the deputation be- 
cause that Committee was wound up at the end of the 
Session 1918-19 on the completion of its task of draft- 
ng the new Seale of Charges adopted in 1919. Mr. 
Welch was not a member of that Committee. 

In the year 1920 the Practice Committee appointed 
a Sub-Committee to consider and report on all ques- 
tions affecting Housing Fees and Housing matters 
generally. Of this Sub-Committee Mr. Welch has 
heen a member from the start. In view of Mr. 
Welch's special knowledge of the problems involved, 
the Practice Committee, on the recommendation of 
the Sub-Committee, advised the Council to add Mr. 
Welch to the deputation to the Ministry of Health. 
This was done. This Sub-Committee is, of course. the 
one referred to by the Hon. Secretary as the ** Seale of 
Charges Sub-Committee ” as it is the Committee 
specially charged with the duty of considering the 








= 




















GENERAL HOUSING MEMORANDA NOS, 52 AND 51/D 523 


question of Architects’ Charges for Housing Schemes. 
lhe Hon. Secretary's statement therefore explained 
the exact position of affairs —Secretary R.I.B.A.] 


The Government’s Future Housing Policy. 
17, Pall Mall East, S.W.1, 26 July 1921. 
To the Editor, JOURNAL 2.1.6.A.. = 

Sir,—It is not to the interest of the community in 
general or of the building industry in particular that 
two astounding statements made by the Minister of 
Health in his explanation of the Government's future 
housing policy should be accepted unchallenged. 

In his assertions that the Government is performing, 
in this respect, a work of supreme national importance 
which private enterprise could not carry out, and 
that the housing scheme, as now curtailed, will utilise 
all available labour for at least twelve months, many 
of us will recognise an attempt to justify failure and 
an excuse for its abandonment, rather than a candid 
statement of facts. 

Had the Minister stated that this abandonment 
would be final a grateful public could have afforded to 
be silent, but his assurance of the intention of Govern- 
ment “to keep the housing 
review ” implies, if anything, 
dead but sleeping. 

The revival of private building enterprise will be 
coincident with and in ratio to the removal of the dis- 
abilities heaped upon it by injudicious legislation, and 
not the least of these disabilities is the fear of further 
action by a Minister who suggests that the building 
operations of a country boasting over two millions of 
unemployed should be restricted on account of the 
limitations of available labour. 

With the best of intentions we architects have ren- 
dered our country but poor service in subscribing to a 
scheme of which we, at least, should have been able 
to foresee the disastrous results, and it remains to us 
to make the emende honorable in a frank admission 
of our mistake and by insistence upon the freedom of 
private enterprise to erect such houses as our country- 
men need and can afford to possess.—Yours, etc., 

JAMES RANSOME | F.]. 


problem closely under 
that the scheme is not 


General Housing Memoranda Nos. 52 and 51, D. 
W.C.1, 15 July 1921. 
To the Editor, JouRNAL R.I.B.A.,— 

Str,—When the above documents came up for 
ratification by members at the General Meeting of the 
Institute, one was astounded to find that, although the 
Council of the Institute had assured the Ministry of 
Health that it approved the terms of the documents in 
question and would lay them before its members for 
ratification, not one member of the Council was pre- 
sent at the meeting, and it was necessary for the 
members to elect their own chairman before the busi- 
ness could be commenced. 


.S. Grays Inn Square, 


This state of affairs may have been an accident, but 
in any case it was most unfortunate. 


When this had been done, and the business com- 
menced, we were treated to a series of the lamest 
recommendations to accept these documents that it 
has ever been my lot to listen to, and in the course of 
these ** apologies” by some of the members who had 
constituted the deputation to the Ministry of Health, 
it became apparent that they were not even agreed 
amongst themselves, and considered that they could 
arrange better terms if matters were referred back to 
them. 

The position of Mr. Welch has my sympathy. He 
was apparently dragged in at the last moment to 
advise a committee of negotiators how to proceed with 
business regarding which they had no experience. 

Two questions present themselves to my mind : 

(1) Why should the Council of the Institute consent 
to negotiate upon questions which the members had 
settled by ratifying Housing Memorandum No. 4 ? 

(2) Had the Council any right to notify the Ministe1 
of Health of approval of documents in question with- 
out first submitting them to the members at a General 
Meeting ? 

Tam deeply interested in the settlement of the ques- 
tion of abandoned and shall be 
pleased to collaborate with any other members in the 
mutual protection of our interests, which seem to have 
been very badly handled by the body to whom we 
should be able to look for guidance and support. 

-Yours faithfully, 

Joun Harotp Kennarp [| F.}. 


[Mr. Kennard is mistaken. There were 
Members of Council present, and five of them 
Lanchester, Keen, Gibson, 
part in the debate. 

With regard to question 1, it may be recalled that 
the Council consented to negotiate on the revision of 
General Housing Memorandum No. 4 as a result of a 
very widespread demand from members who were 
engaged on rural housing schemes. The improved 
terms for rural schemes which are embodied in Memo- 
randum No. 31 were the outcome of the renewed 
negotiations. 


fees on schemes, 


several 
Messrs 


Perks, and Lucas—took 


With regard to question 2, there is no doubt as to 
the Council's right to inform the Ministry that they 
approved the document negotiated by the deputation 
and would submit it to the General Body for ratifi- 
cation.—_SECRETARY R.1.B.A.] . 

R.I.B.A. Balance Sheets. 
The Guildhall, B.¢ 
To the Editor, JourNAw R.1.B.A., 

Sir,—Mr. P. M. Fraser in his letter published in the 
JOURNAL on the 25th inst. refers to the item of sub- 
scriptions in arrear. Messrs. Saffery, Sons and Co., 
Chartered Accountants, prepare the balance sheet, and 
Tcommunicated with them. They write me as follows : 

* The item * Subscriptions in arrear ’ is included in 
the balance sheet as it represents what the Institute 
may reasonably expect to receive from this source. 


', 20 June 1921, 
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When these arrears are received, they are included in 
the income of the Institute ; until they are received 
they are recorded in the balance sheet with the other 
assets at the figure which it is believed they will ulti- 


mately realize. We believe the Institute has the right 


to sue for the recovery of these arrears. The con- 
siderable amount received each year from subscrip 
tions in arrear and included in the income accounts, 
shews that these arrears have real value The 
Finance ( ommiitter from time to tir retulilv revise 
the lists of arrears, and only those are included in the 
balance sheet where there is reaso} ) e of thei 
being subsequently received ; all others are ritten 
off as irrecoverable.” Yours obed 
SYDNEY | < [f 


LETTER TO LICENTIATES R.1.B.A. 


Unification and Registration 





(,re } sf, ¢ 
Dear Sir,— You will no doubt have si the notice 
in the Press to the effect that the Co tee of the 
Association of Licentiates R.I.B.A. has requested the 
President to meet them to discuss certain points in the 
President's address to the Liverpool] Conference The 
Committee feels. on the one hand, that it would not be 


in the interest of unification to raise general discussion 
until more fully informed of the President's views; on 
the other hand, many members are anxious to be 
assured that the Committee is considering the points 
raised which are of vital importance to Licentiates. 

I am requested to inform you that the Committee 
will consult with the general body of members at any 
time they require guidance before taking action, but 
it does not think that any good 
by the expression of views until more definite pro- 


purpose can be served 
posals are brought forward. 

The representatives of the Licentiates have taken 
part in the discussions which have led to the adoption 
of a scheme as a foundation upon which it is hoped to 
build up unification, and have effect erved the 
interests of all classes by their agr ent with the 
representatives of others in the ac tance of the 
scheme. 

It is hoped that members of the Association will 


carefully consider the report of W t has been 
achieved and will hear with patience what is te be said 
from all points of view, and that even the appearance 
of sectional differences may be avoider refraining 
from public discussion of details more tisfactorily 
dealt with by reference to the Unification Conimittec 

The Annual General Meeting will be held in October, 


when it is hoped that a more definite report may be 


the Assov atio1 


made to the members of 


Members are reque sted to communi t the un 
dersigned any views upon the questi f unification 
or other questions affecting the protesslo vnieh the 
think should be dealt with by the Committ 

S. G. SHo!T He ~ 


[30 July 1921 


THE WHITELEY VILLAGE. 
The R.1.B.A. Visit. 

VY § NUE third visit arranged by the Art Standing Com- 
mittee of the Institute took place on Saturday 
afternoon, 16th July, when some forty persons, 

including a number of ladies, journeyed to the Whiteley 

Village near Weybridge. Most of these travelled in th 

motor-omnibus that started from the Institute at 

1.45 p.m. and returned in the evening. 

The Whiteley Village is as successful an achievement 
is one would expect from the brilliant Yorkshir 
acumen that its founder displayed in building § his 
world-famous emporium. It represents a great idea 
admirably carried out. The site is perfect for thi 
purpose—a large area of pinewood ona dry and sandy 
soil, ensuring that even when developed to its maximum 
extent it will provide healthy and rural surroundings 
for its inhabitants in their declining years. The very 
interesting lay-out was the result of a limited compe 
tition, decided in 1912 in favour of Mr. Frank Atkinson, 
F.R.I.B.A. In its original state the site was so thickly 
covered with pines and undergrowth that a good deal] 
of clearance was necessary, but such of the larger trees 
as came within the cleared area were spared as far as 
possible, and, in the case of the beautiful green in front 
of the Village Hall especially, they greatly enhance the 
general effect. The centre of the estate is marked by a 
memorial to the founder, the sculpture by Sir George 
Frampton, R.A., and the pedestal by Mr. Walter Cave, 
F.R.I.B.A. Round this central feature is a circular 
area, at present left in its natural state and covered 
with rhododendrons and trees. This circular area is 
bounded by a road, round which are ranged most of the 
cottages already completed, and an outer road encloses 
these to form an octagon. From the central memorial 
two axial avenues lead to the principal gates of the 
estate, and two more give vistas through the surround- 
ing pine-belt. 

The cottages and communal buildings were designed 
by a group of seven architects: Sir Aston Webb, 
P.R.A., Sir Ernest George, R.A., Sir Reginald Blom- 
field, R.A., Mr. Ernest Newton, R.A., Mr. Mervyn 
Macartney, Mr. Walter Cave, and Mr. Frank Atkinson. 
In order to secure harmony throughout the scheme, 
all the buildings were executed in similar materials, 
thin sand-faced bricks and sand-faced tiles. The de- 
signs, too, were agreed between the various architects, 
and the result presents a very happy example of colla- 
boration. The plans of the various cottages were based 
ona standard pair designed by Mr. Cave, in which the 
unit of accommodation and arrangement was settled. 
With slight variations in certain cases, this consists of 
a kitchen and sitting room combined, from which opens 
a bed-recess; scullery with bath; a larder; w.c.; 
and accommodation for fuel and refuse. Each cottage 
has a large porch. The first cottage was occupied to- 
wards the end of 1917. By the end of last year 2384 
tenants had been admitted. 

Of the communal buildings the most notable are the 
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Public Hall, with facilities for cinema displavs and tli 
library, de 
e Store or Market 
Lav 


provision of refreshments, and a lending 
signed by Sir Aston Webb; the Villag 
with a communal kitchen and restaurant, by M1 
the Club House, with reading-room and billiard-roon 
by Sir Aston Webb: the Church, by Mr 
Tapper ; and the lodges and gates by Mr. Atkinson 
A feature of the Store is the method of he } 
hot water pipes being fixed on the 
fittings instead of at tue floor level. 
The party was conducted round the Estate by Mr 
Walter Cave, with whom were Sir Reginald Blomfield 
Mr. Maurice Webb, and Mr. Frank 
senting the architects of the 
Comport, the Clerk of Works 
Those of us who for two vears have bee 


ating, the 


top of the 


Atkinson—repre 
by Mr 


l ] 
SC henye and 


housing 


with the cheese paring details of moder 


schemes felt a real pleasure In seelng This ¢ xample 0 


‘pre-war’ building, where genuine architectura 


Walter 


strugeling 


materials have been properly used without any regard 


to expense. Martin S. Briaes (Ff 


THE LIBRARY, 
Notes by Members of the Literature Committee on 
Recent Acquisitions. 


These notes are published thout 
DER MODERNE THEATERBAI Mit 142 LIllu 
trationen und 228 Anmerkungen By Marti: 
Hammitzsch. +o. Berlin L907 6s. 6d Ernst 
Wasmuth, Berlin. } 
This book is Part I of comprehensive work dealin 


with the modern theatre, but is so far introductory 
deal only with the buildings of the Renaissance, 
and Rococo periods of the different 


Baroau 
Europe wn 
It has an interesting chapter on the early theatres o 


countries, 


¢ 























England, and a very full account of the activities of th 
Galli or Bibiena family, who during a century and a halt 
left so strong an impress on scenic and theatric art. The 
Library has a valuable collection of original drawings by 
two of the members of that brilliant family. C. i, T. 


LICHTSPIELTHEATER : EINE SAMMLUNG AUSGE 
FUHRTER KINOHAUSER IN GROSS-BERLIN 
109 abbildungen mit text von Hans Schliepmann. 4o. 
Berlin. 1914. 6s. [Ernest Wasmuth, Berlin. | 


A volume also dealing with theatre design, but covering 
very different ground to the last-mentioned book. It deals 
with the cinema theatres of Greater Berlin, and largely, 
with their interior treatment and decoration, of which som 

oloured plates are given. A considerable number of plan-= 
ive illustrated in this useful volume. C. 2. Tt. 


LES MONUMENTS DE ROME APRES LA CHUTE DE 
LEMPIRE. Par E. Rodocanachi. La. 4o. Paris 
1914. | Librairie Hachette et Cie., 79 Boule- 
vard Saint-Germain, Paris. 


In view of the modification of the general title by the 
ords “apres la chute de Empire,” it is at first sight 
rather startling to find among the monuments specially 
described the Colosseum, the Pantheon, the Mausoleum of 
\ugustus, ete. But an examination of the volume shows 
that in this definition of the title lies one of the special 
points of interest in the book, which deals with the con- 
dition of the Imperial buildings after the fall of the Empir 
There are a good many illustrations of ancient Roman 
monuments from drawings or engravings two or three cen 
turies old (the date given in all cases), showing what was 
the actual condition of the monument at that date, befor 
recent excavations and researches. The text goes 
fully into the history of each of the monuments dealt with 
the circumstances (as far as historically known) of its 
foundation, and the various ordeals it has passed through 
at the hands of governments and archeologists. It is thus 
with a special line of its own, and of solid value 


H. H.S. 


20s. 


more 


treatise 

















R.I.B.A. RECEPTION AND GARDEN PARTY 


ENGLISH DOMESTIC CLOCKS. By H. 
and Maleolm R. Webster. 2nd ed. 4o. Lond. 
£210s. [George Routledge and Sons, Ltd, 


A history of domestic clocks in England from the lantern 
clock of Cromwell to the Parliamentary clock of the begin- 
ning of the 19th century. The book is very fully and ex- 
cellently illustrated, and there are several extremely in- 
teresting plates illustrating in detail the working move- 
ments, the development of spandrel ornaments and of 
There is a list of all the makers illustrated, 


E. 8. H. 


Cescinsky 


1914. 


clock-hands. 
with their dates. 


SAMARCANDE. La. fo. St. 
£2 2s. [Expédition pour la 


LES MOSQUEES DE 
Pétersbourg. 1905. 
Confection des Papiers d’Etat.] 

These large plates, eighteen in number, with explanatory 
notes in Russian and French, from the first portfolio of a 
series illustrating the important but little-known mosques 
of Samarcand. The mosque of Gour-Emir was commenced 
by Tamerlane in A.D. 1404 and is one of the most famous 
buildings of medieval Tartary, and contained the tomb of 
Tamerlane himself. Among the plates are some magniti- 
cent illustrations in colour of Persian tiling and other de- 
tails of craftsmanship, in which Muhammadan architecture 


always excelled. M. S. B. 


A HISTORY OF CIVILISATION IN PALESTINE. By 
R. A. S. Macalister, Litt.D., F.S.A. 1921. 2nd ed. 
4s. [Cambridge University Press. | 

A second edition of a little book that is already recog- 
nised as valuable as describing the earlier archeological 
history of Palestine, and also touching on the Roman, By- 
zantine, Moslem, and Crusading epochs. It has been re- 
vised and brought up to date in the light of discoveries since 
its first publication in 1912. Contains a map and nine 

other illustrations. M.S. B. 


A COLLECTION OF ANTIQUE VASES, TRIPODS, 
CANDELABRA, ETC. 80. Lond. 1921. 10s. 6d. [John 
Tiranti, Maple Street, Tottenham Court Road. | 

Reproductions of 120 plates, engraved in the early 19th 
century, by Henry Moses and others. The subjects are 
vases. candelabra and tripods in the classical manner, 
mostly antique. Some of the engravings are in pure line, 
others in the sty le of Piranesi. The selection seems to have 

been made with taste. H. M. F. 

LES MONUMENTS HISTORIQUES: CONSERVATION, 
RESTAURATION,. 268 Gravures. Par Paul Léon. 
4o. Paris. 1917. £1. [Librairie Henri 
Laurens, Editeur, 6. Rue de Tournon. 


fenouard, 


This very important volume, by M. Léon, ** Chef des 
Services d’ Architecture au Sous-Secrétariat d’Etat des 
Beaux-Arts,” is a history of the restoration of historical 
monuments, as the French understand it. It is fullv illus- 
trated, and some of the illustrations, showing buildings 
before and after “ restoration,” serve to show how far re- 
moved are French ideas on this subject from those of 
Englishmen who have given it their attention. The book 
is divided into three parts, dealing with the origins, organ- 
isation and work of the Service of Historical Monuments. 
and must be of great interest to all who care for what is 
left to us of old French architecture. The concluding sen- 
tence offers a ray of hope: ‘* Sous Vinfluence des doctrines 
archéologiques, les architectes ont restreint leur action sur 
renoncant a les rajeunir ils se bornent a 


H. M. F. 


les monuments : 
prolonger leur durée.” 





Gs 
XK 


» 














9 CONDUIT STREET, REGENT STREET, W., 30th Ju 


CHRONICLE, 
Liverpool Conference: Message from the King. 

The following message to the King was telegraphed 
from Liverpoo! on the occasion ef the Conference ban- 
quet : 

at Royal Tiustitute of British Architects assemble d 

in couference at Live r poo! submit their humbl 
duty to His Maye sty their Patron with ¢ r pressions 
of loyal admiration. 
* Joun W. Stupson, President’ 
His Majesty graciously replied :- 

* The President, Royal Institute of British Architects, 
* The Ning has received with much pleasure th 
loyal message which you have sent to His Majesty 
fron the Royal Iustitute of British Architects asst - 
hled in Confe renee in Live rpool, and I am to assure 
WOU how pir h, His Maye S/Y appre ciate s the hind S@)hi- 

timents to which your telegram qives ¢ repression, 


* PRIVATE SECRETARY.” 


R.I.B.A. Reception and Garden Party. 

The company at the Reception and Garden Party 
held by the President and Council of the Royal Insti 
tute in the Gardens of the Zoological Society on Peace 
Commemoration Day numbered little short of a thou 
sand persons gathered together from all parts of the 
country. The President, supported by the Vice- 
Presidents and Hon. Secretary, received the guests in 
the Society's great Library from 4 to 4.30. This was 
Mr. Simpson's last public function as President, and 
numbers of members profited by the occasion to ex 
press to him their personal acknow ledgments for the 
inestimable services he has rendered the professiot 
during his term of office. Among distinguished peopl 
who accepted invitations were the Earl of ¢ rawford 
and Balearres, Lord and Lady Milner, Lord Lever- 
hulme, Lord and Lady Riddell, the Lord Mayor of 
London, Sir Alfred and Lady Mond, Sir Aston and 
Lady Webb, Sir George and Lady Perley, Dean Inge 
and Mrs. Inge, Field-Marshal Sir Wm. Robertson, Si 
Reginald and Ladv Antrobus, Sir Lionel Karle, Sir 
Edward and Lady Busk, Sir P. O. Lawrence, Sit 
Ernest and Miss George, Sir David Murray, Sir Arthur 
and Lady Cope, Sir Alfred Stephenson, Sir James Car- 
michael, Sir H. T. and Lady Eve, Sir Humphry and 
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Lady Rolleston, Sir Israel Gollancz, Sir Isidore Spiel- 
mann, Sir Anthony A. Bowlby, Sir Philip and Lady 
Pilditch, Col. Sir Wm. and Lady Smith, Sir Cooper 
Perry, Sir Charles and Lady Ruthen, Sir Lawrence and 
Lady Weaver, Sir John and Lady MacAlister, Pro 
fessor Gerald Moira, and others. The Great Lawn, 
with its spacious marquee, and the Fellows’ Tea 
Enclosure were reserved for members and guests. By 
permission of Col. A. C. A. MeCalmont, D.S.O., the 
Band of His Majesty's Irish Guards, conducted by 


Lieut. Charles H. Hassell, played at intervals during 


was all that 
and the oppor 


the afternoon and evening. The weather 
could be desired for a Garden Party, 


tunity of meeting one’s friends and colleagues under 


] 


such agreeable conditions Was greatly njoyed and 


appreciated. 
Mr. Simpson’s Dinner Party. 


On the evening of the Garden Party, Mr. John W 
Simpson celebrated the conclusion of his term as Presi- 
dent by giving a dinner party at the Garrick Club to 
his colleagues on the Council and other friends. The 
guests included Mr. Walter Cave ; Mr. E. Guy Daw- 
ber, F.S.A.; Professor 8S. D. Adshead; Mr. Arthur 
Keen ; Major Harry Barnes, M.P.; Mr. Max Clarke ; 
Mr. H. P. Burke Downing, F.8.A.: Sir Banister 
Fletcher: Mr. W. Curtis Green ; Mr. J. J. Joass; Mr 
Geoffry Lucas; Mr. A. N. Prentice; Mr. H. D. 
Searles-Wood; Mr. Horace Cubitt; Mr. W. R 
Davidge ; Mr. E. Stanley Hall; Mr. Ernest Newton, 
(.B.E., R.A.; Mr. H. T. Buckland ; Mr. H. G. Wat- 
kins; Mr. Maurice E. Webb, D.S.O., M.C.; Mr. J.S. 
Gibson ;’ Mr. E. Vincent Harris: Sir Edwin L. Lut- 
yens, R.A.; Mr. Sydney Perks, F.S.A.; Mr. Stanley 
Hamp; Mr. W.G. Newton, M.C.; Mr. Ian MacAlister, 
Secretary R.I.B.A.; Mr. Maxwell Ayrton 


Notes from the Minutes of the Council Meetings. 
tth July 1921. 

Architects and the Office of Works.—The Council ap- 
proved the resolution of the Liverpool Conference on 
the subject of the Office of Works. and referred it to 
the Office of Works Committee 

The Associates’ Committee The Couneil granted 
financial assistance to the Associates’ Committee to 
enable them to consult provine ial opinion on the pro- 
posals for unification and registration 

Provincial Re prese ntatives on the Practice Committee. 
~The Council acted on a suggestion from the Con- 
ference of Representatives of Allied Societies to ap- 
Practice 
Committee and represent important areas in the 
United Kingdom 

Illegal Use of R.I.B.A. A ffir Thre 
ported to the Council in which architects who were not 
members of the Royal Institute had made use of the 


R.1.B.A. aftix. 


point provincial members to serve 01 


ases were Te- 


The General Couneil of the Natio) al Re nstration of 


Plumbers —Mr. H. D. Searles-Wood, Vice-President, 
was appointed to represent the R.I.B.A. on the 


[30 July 1921 


General Council for the National Registration of 
Plumbers. 

The International Union against Tuberculosis —Mr. 
K. T. Hall F.| and Mr. W.A. Pite | F.| were appointed 
to represent the R.I.B.A. at the International Con- 
ference of the International Union against Tubercu- 
losis in London, 26-28th July. 





18th July 1921 

The Seale of Fees for Housing.—The Council 
received the Resolution of the Special General Meeting 
on July 4th, and arranged to resume negotiations with 
the Ministry of Health. 

Boards and Committees. Appointments for the 
Session 1921—1922 were made. 

Exraminations.—The results of the Examinations in 
June and July 1921 were approved; the Ashpitel 
Prize was awarded to Mr. L. W. Ingham and a mark of 
distinction to Mr. F. I. Tellery. 

Testimonies of Study.—Certain modifications were 
made in the Testimonies of Study for the Intermediate 
Examination with a view to facilitating the work of 
the ** Recognised Schools.” 

Exemptions from the Intermediate Examination. 
Exemption was granted to the successful students of 
MeGill and Toronto Universities at the end of the 
three-years’ course in architecture. 

The Glasgow School of Architecture—The five-years’ 
Diploma Course was recognised as exempting from the 
Final Examination under the usual conditions. 

The School at Rome.—It was decided to exempt the 
holder of the Rome Scholarship in Architecture from 
the Final Examination under the usual conditions at 
the conclusion of his three years’ study abroad, and 
the holder of the Henry Jarvis Studentship at Rome 
after his two years’ study abroad, provided that 
their work is approved by the Board of Architectural 
Education. 

Design Problems in the Final Examination.—It was 
decided that, subject to the approval of the Council, 
designs prepared at the Royal Academy Ateliers and 
also at the * Recognised ” Schools may be submitted 
by candidates for admission to the Final Examination 
in place of the same number of Problems in Design. 

New Allied Societies—-The Institute of Scottish 
Architects and the Inverness Chapter of the Institute 
of Scottish Architects were admitted as Allied Societies 
of the Royal Institute. 

Stoppage of the Housing Subsidy.—It was decided to 
communicate with the Minister of Health in regard to 
the stoppage of the Housing Subsidy in cases in which 
an architect has already been employed. 

Reinstatement.—Mr. A. Hunter Crawford was re- 
instated as a Fellow of the Royal Institute. 

The Standing Committee on Water Regulations. — 
Messrs. H. D. Searles-Wood and Max Clarke were 
appointed to represent the Royal Institute. 

St. Paul's, Covent Garden.—The Art Standing Com- 
mittee were authorised to take action for the preser- 
vation of the Building in conjunction with the Society 
for the Protection of Ancient Buildings. 

















_~ 





REMOVAL OF BUILDING RESTRICTIONS 


Extension of R.I.B.A. Premises. 

At the Council meeting of the Royal Institute on 
I8th July, the purchase of the perpetual lease of No. 
10, Conduit Street was reported by the President, who 
called the attention of the Council to the valuable ser- 
vices rendered in this matter by Mr. Sydney Perks, 
Chairman of the Finance and House Committee. It 
was due, he said, to the energy, foresight and business 
capacity of Mr. Perks that this much-needed exten- 
sion was obtained at such a moderate price. The 
Council recorded a very hearty vote of thanks to 
Mr. Perks for his services in the matter. 


Council Appointments to Standing Committees. 

Under the provisions of By-law 51, the Council have 
made the following additional appointments to the 
Standing Committees :— 

Art Standing Committee.—Messrs. W. JJ. Tapper [ F.], 
W. A. Forsyth [F.], Alfred Cox [F.], F. R. Hiorns[F.], J. 
Duke Coleridge [F’. }. 

Literature Standing Committee.—Messrs. H. M. Fletcher 
[F.], 8S. C. Ramsey [F.], A. H. Moberley [F.], H. Austen 
Hall [F.], C. E. Sayer [A.]. 

Practice Standing Committee.—Messrs. Ivor Jones [ F.], 
Rupert Savage [/.], Francis Jones [ F.], T. R. Milburn [F.], 
A. O. Collard [F.]. 

Science Standing Committee.—Messrs. J. E. Franck [F.], 
T. F. H. White [A.], H. A. Saul [F.], Herbert Shepherd 
[F.], E. Fiander Etchells [Hon. Associate. |. 


Removal of Building Restrictions. 

At a Joint Meeting of representatives of the 
R.1.B.A., the Society of Architects, the Surveyors’ 
Institution, the Quantity Surveyors’ Association, the 
Institute of Builders, and the National Federation of 
Building Trades’ Employers, on the 9th ult., Mr. 
H. D. Searles-Wood |F.] in the Chair, among the 
matters discussed was the prohibition of building 
operations under Section 5 of the Housing (Additional 
Powers) Act, and it was shown how severely handi- 
capped the building industry generally was owing to 
the restriction of bricklayers’ work by the London 
County Council and the consequent uncertainty and 
indecision amongst building owners and others in 
regard to the placing of contracts. Evidence was 
given that, except in certain isolated instances, there 
was no difficulty in obtaining bricklayers, and that the 
restriction upon brickwork was necessarily having a 
deterrent effect upon the operation of the scheme for 
the employment of ex-service trainees, as well as 
preventing the employment of men in other branches 
of the industry at a time when everything possible 
should be done to encourage it. Mr. Searles-Wood 
undertook to put the views of the meeting before the 
Ministry of Health, and in a letter of 10th June, 
addressed to Sir Alfred Mond, he suggested that the 
Ministry should represent to the London County 
Council that, in view of the clause in the Housing Bill 
then before Parliament removing building restrictions, 
their prohibition of certain building operations should 
be withdrawn. 
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Mr. Searles- Wood has since received the following 
communications from the Ministry of Health and the 
London County Council : 

Whitehall, S.W.l.: 7th July 1921. 
H. dD. Searle s- Wood, Esq., 

Sir,—I am directed by the Minister of Health to advert 
to your letter of the 10th ultimo, with reference to the 
restriction on building operations, and to state that the 
Housing Act, 1921, has now received Royal Assent. Sec- 
tion 2 of this Act repeals Section 5 of the Housing (Addi- 
tional Powers) Act, 1919, which gave power to local 
authorities to prohibit building operations which interfered 
with the provision of dwelling houses.—I am, sir, yout 

J. C. WRIGLEY, 

For Assistant Secre tary. 


obedient servant, 


County Hail, Spring Gardens, S.W.1: 7th July 1921 
H. D. Searles- Wood, Esq ; 

Srr,—-With reference to previous correspondence on the 
subject of the construction of certain works or buildings, 
[ am directed to state that in view of the abrogation of the 
powers of local authorities under Section 5 of the Housing 
(Additional Powers) Act, 1919, relative to the prohibition 
of works and buildings which interfere with the provision 
of dwelling houses, the Council will now raise no further 
objection to the use of brickwork and the employment of 
bricklayers in connection with such works or buildings. 

This intimation must not be taken as a consent under 
the London Building Acts or under any other Acts to the 
carrying out of any works, and is without prejudice to the 
provisions of such Acts.—I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

JAMES Brrp, 
Clerk of the Council. 


Height and Cubical Extent of Buildings in London. 

The Building Acts Committee of the London 
County Council submitted the following report at the 
Council meeting of the 5th July :-— 


The Council of the Royal Institute of British Architects 
have appointed a committee, known as the Building Act 
Committee, to consider the reform of the London Building 
Acts, more particularly with regard to the question of 
higher buildings and buildings of unlimited cubical extent. 
Section 47 of the London Building Act, 1894, provides that 
a building (not being a church or chapel) shall not be erected 
to a vreater height than 80 feet (exclusive of two storeys in 
the roof and of ornamental towers, turrets or other archi- 
tectural features or decorations) witheut the consent of the 
Council. Further, the regulations made by the Council! on 
22nd February, 1910 (pp. 368-370), under Part II]. of the 
London County Council (General Powers) Act, 1908, pro- 
vide amony other things that a building of the warehouse 
class in respect of which consent is required to the pro 
vision of additional cubical extent beyond 250,000 cubic 
feet shall not exceed 60 ft. in height measured from the 
pavement level to the upper surface of the floor of the top- 
most storey, and that the floor area of any division or cell] 
of such building shal! not exceed 20,000 sq. it. ; but the 
regulations also provide that they may be varied as the 
Council thinks fit. 

The Building Act Committee of the Royal Institute have 
submitted specific suggestions for modifications in the ap- 
plication of section 47 of the Act of 1894 and of the regula- 
tions under Part III. of the Act of 1908. We have dis- 
cussed the whole question with the representatives of the 
Building Act Committee, and as the proposals were of great 
importance from the point of view of fire attack we have 
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consulted the Fire Brigade Com ee, V have also dis 
cussed the matter with the Building Act Committee 

As stated above, it is within the discretion of the Council 
to relax the provisions of section 47 of the Act of 1894, and 
of the regulations under Part III f the Act of 1908. 
Hitherto we have considered on their merits upplications 







for the exercise of these discretionar } yers After care- 
ful consideration of the proposals submitted by the Build 
ing Act Committee of the Royal Institute, we did not con- 
sider that the circumstances justified action being taken in 
the direction suggested by that committee nd we have 
decided to continue the present pract f dealing on its 
merits with each case which may he s mitted to the 


Council. 
Manchester Builders’ Endowment of Architectural 
Travelling Studentships. 

The gift of £3,352 by the Manchester District 
Institute of Builders to Manchester University for the 
endowment of travelling studentships in the Uni- 
versitv’s School of Architecture, and for the assistance 
of the general fund of the University, was formally 
presented last week. The Institute is a1 association 
of craftsmen, and the gift is a builders’ effort to im- 
prove architectural education 


Sir Henry Miers, the Vice-Chanc r, speaking at the 
presentation, said that this generous gift s one of thi 
most significant and promising things for the University 


since he came to Manchester It indicated that spirit of 


co-operation between different sections mmunity 


upon which an institution like a modern university must 


be dependent. It also indicated the builders’ sense of 
debt and duty to architects, and the rchitects’ sense of 
their obligation to the craftsmen He hoped the gift 


] 


would be regarded as an example f 

Professor A. C. Dick1e [A.)], Director of the University 
School of Architecture, said the gift would place that 
branch of the University in a sound fin il position, equal 
to that of the best of the architectural schools of the 
country, which were now replacing the old method of 
architectural education by pupilage in architects’ offices 


ther industries 


The Rome Scholarship and Jarvis Studentship. 

The Scheme of Competition in 1922 for the Rome 
Scholarship in Architecture. offered by the Commis- 
sioners for the Exhibition of 1851, and for the Henry 
Jarvis Studentship, offered by the Ro Institute of 
British Architects, is as follows: 





The Rome Scholarship will be of the 1 e of £250 per 
annum, and will be ordinarily tenable at the British School 
at Rome for three years. Candidates must be British sub- 
jects and less than 30 years of age* on Ist July, 1922 

The Jarvis Studentship will be of the ie of £250 per 
annum, and will be ordinarily tenable at the British School 
at Rome for two vears. This Studentship w ye confined 
to Students or Associates of the R.I.B.A. (see section 
* B’’), but otherwise the conditions for t two awards 
will be the same. 

The competition, which will be nduct the Faculty 
of Architecture of the British School Zome, will be in 
two stages : 

(a) A preliminary examination open te app ved candi- 
dates. 

(b) A final competition, open to not more than ten candi- 
dates from those competing in tl examina- 
tion. 

(4) THe PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION 

Application to compete in this examination must be 

* Admission to compete may be granted att te discretion of 
the Faculty to candidates over 30 vears ge, provi i they ha spent 


in War Service at least that number of years | t ge exceeds 


[30 July 1921 


made on the prescribed form to the Honorary Genera 
Secretary, British: School at Rome, 1, Lowther Gardens, 
Exhibition Road, 8.W.7, not later than Ist November, 
1921 

The application, containing a statement of the student’s 
qualifications, will be examined by the Faculty of Archi- 
tecture, in whose absolute discretion lies the granting or 
refusing of permission to compete 

Due notice will be given to approved candidates of the 
time and place of the preliminary competition, which wil! 
extend over a period of 31 days. The first 12 hours of 
the examination will be held en loge at approved centres, 
and during this time the candidate will be required to make 
a sketch design of the subject which will be announced at 
the opening of the examination, and he will be required to 
deliver up a tracing of the sketch design at the end of the 
first 12 hours, 

The candidate may choose his own time and place for the 
execution of the finished designs, which must adhere sub- 
stantially to the sketch design done on the first day. 

The finished designs, together with the sketch designs 
will be examined by the Faculty of Architecture, who will 
make a selection of not more than ten candidates to com 
pete in the final competition. 

(6) Tus Finat Comeretitioy. 

The first part of this competition will be held in London 
at the Roval Institute of British Architects, and will con 
sist of a continuous examination of 36 hours en loge, during 
which time the candidate will be reyuired to make a sketch 
design of the subject which will be announced at the open 
ing of the competition. At the end of the 36 hours the 
candidate will deliver up a tracing of the sketch. 

In the second part of this competition candidates will be 
illowed for the execution of their finished designs a period 
not exceeding 12 weeks. Candidates may complete their 
designs, which must adhere substantially to their sketch 
designs, in their own time and place. 

The successful candidate in this competition will be re 
commended for appointment to the Rome Scholarship, and 
the Student or Associate of the Royal Institute of British 
Architects who is placed next in order of merit, will be 
recommended for appointment to the Jarvis Studentship. 

GENERAL. 

All drawings must be sent to the Honorary General 
Secretary, British School at Rome, c,o The Secretary, 
Royal Institute of British Architects, 9, Conduit Street, 
W.1, at the candidate’s expense and will be returned to 
him at his expense. Due care will be taken of all drawings 
submitted, but the Faculty will not hold themselves re- 
sponsible for any loss or damage. 

Each drawing must bear a pseudonym. A sealed en- 
velope bearing the pseudonym on the outside and enclosing 
the name of the candidate and a declaration that the 
finished designs have been wholly designed and executed by 
him, must be forwarded to the Honorary Generai Secretary, 
Under no circumstances should the sealed envelope be at- 


tached to the drawings. 
Victoria and Albert Museum: The Guards Memorial. 

In connection with the scheme for placing the Guards 
Memorial on the eastern boundary of St. James’s Park, 
facing the Horse Guards Parade, plans have been prepared 
by H.M. Office of Works, indicating the proposed site and 
the alteration to the r¢ audway which will be necessary, The 
road improvement scheme extends from Birdcage Walk to 
the Mall, and the southern end has already been dealt with 
in connection with the new Public Offices. Continuation 
to the Mall as proposed will result in the addition of about 
half an acre to the park area exclusive of the lawns in front 
of the Government buildings. The plans have been placed 
on exhibition for a few weeks in the Central Court of the 
Victoria and Albert Museum. 
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Cricket: R.1.B.A. v. A.A. 

The depression of thoughts of Ireland, coal strikes, 
ind general Jabour troubles, made the idea of a 
vhole day—in mid-week, mind you: none of your 
saturday afternoons --given up to a cricket match at 
iilstree between the R.J.B.A. and the A.A. as welcome 
as rain in times of drought. 

In the last match—in those mythical days before 
the war—the rival teams, if my memory serves me, 
were in charge of Sir Reginald Blomfield and Mr. 
Curtis Green. This year Mr. Green had autoniati- 
cally progressed to the captaincy of the Royal Insti- 
tute, while the A.A. were led to victory by their new 
President, Mr. W. G. Newton. A motor ’bus, with 
* Private’ instead of * Putney” on its board, is 
obviously the only way to go to a cricket match. and 
the teams were landed on the Association’s ground 
without mishap before noon on 29th June. As, with 
few exceptions, the form of individual batsmen was an 
unknown quantity, the first task of the captain, 
namely, the order of going in, was a bit of a puzzle. 
How well Mr. Curtis Green, who won the toss, sized 
up his somewhat heterogeneous collection of archi- 
tectural cricketers, by one searching look in the face, 
was a triumph of character reading, as the first three 
wickets scored over 100 runs, while the tail refused to 
vive even the semblance of a wag, and the Institute 
was all out soon after lunch for 158. 

A.S. Knott and F. N. Young gave the Association 
a good start, and in spite ef great efforts on the part 
of Mr. Doll, Mr. Robson, and Mr. Hubbard, backed up 
by somewhat middle-aged fielding on the part of the 
other members of the R.I.B.A. side, the total was 
passed with the loss of 6 wickets. The last few wickets 
soon fell, and the A.A. were victorious by 19 runs. 

Then the fun began, as it was decided to start a new 
match—reversing the order of going in and giving 
each side three-quarters of an hour to make as many 
runs as possible in the time—it being understood that 
only non-bowlers should be allowed to bowl. After 
an hour and a half of strenuous and exciting cricket 
on rather unorthodox lines, the Institute won the 
return match by 8 runs, with two minutes to spare. 
And so to our motor “bus again and then to bed, 
and some at least to the agonies of stiffness as a token 
of a day well spent. 

The A.A. are to be congratulated on an excellent 
ground, which [ gather is now their own property, and 
only needs a small annual expenditure to make it 
first-class. Perhaps among games lovers this can be 
taken as one more reason for assisting the general 
endowment appeal which has lately been launched. 

The following is the score in match No. 1. I fancy 
all records of match No. 2—if there were any—have 
been lost. 


R.1. B.A. 
M. H. C. Doll, b Parker.. sl wa wae 
P. W. Hubbard, ¢ & b Crickmay 7 ae 
a, = 3rocklesby, b Parker Ee: ae 


E. B. Glanfield, ¢ & b Parker 
S. B. K. Caulfield. b Young 
P. A. Robson, b Young 


m bow 


B. C. E. Bayley, b Young es on l 
H. C. Corlette, ¢ & b Withers .. aig l 
J. Alan Slater, b Young 7 ~~ 0 
F. W. Hagell, ec Horswill, b Withers .. a 
W. Curtis Green, not out a as 0 
Extras aie “* 21 

Total -. 158 

BOWLING ANALYSIS. 

0. M. R. W. 

Young = os 5 55 4 
Withers .. os 6.3 2 16 2 
Crickmay 2 0 22 ] 
Parker 7 0 44 ] 

A.A. 

4. S. Knott, b Doll a ‘a » 64 
F. N. Young, ¢ Doll, b Hubbard « 8 
G. H. Crickmay, ¢ Slater, b Hubbard... 5 
H. Pakington, b Robson a ig $ 
M. rapper, b Robson ec - os 0 
J. K. Parker, b Glanfield om .. 6) 
W. G. Newton, b Doll .. oe ay 6 
H. L. Massey, b Glanfield on a 0 
K. G. Withers, b Doll .. hes 7 3 
P. Horswill, not out Sie oe oe l 
R. A. Livett, b Glanfield is a 0 
Extras 16 * ae a 7 

Total ae Gea 

BowLine ANALYSIS, 
0. M. R. W. 
Hubbard ee ee 7 ] 40 2 
Robson... ee 0 60 2 
Doll 1] ] 48 3 
Glanfield ‘2 0 22 3 
I. A.S 





Exhibition of Architecture, Furniture, &c., at Liége. 


The Association of Liége Architects are organising an Ex- 
hibition of Architecture, Liége Furniture, and Building 
Materials to open at the Palais des Beaux-Arts, Liége, on 
the 13th August. Exhibits of their work have been 
promised by architects of other countries and the Minister 
of Railways has undertaken to return such exhibits carriage 
tree. 

The exhibits of furniture are to comprise authentic 
antique pieces set in “ interiors * constructed to represent 
their own period and shown side by side with modern fur- 
niture designed after the manner of the famous old Liége 
examples. The purpose of the promoters is to bring home 
to the Belgian public the artistic skill of their own local 
craftsmen which, though appreciated at its true value 
ibroad, there is a tendency to ignore at home. A com- 
petition has been organised for cheap furniture suitable for 
the middle-class dining-room. Designs of every kind have 
been invited, and as the programme has been widely circu- 
lated, the results are awaited with much interest. 

Applications have been very numerous, both from Bel- 
cian and foreign firms, for stalls in the Building Trades 
section. This will form Section C, and will constitute a 
series of bazaars for the display of every kind of material, 
natural and artificial, in the building art. Several pavi- 
lions have been erected in the beautiful Pare de la Boverie, 
situated between the Ourthe and the Meuse. 

Particulars of the Architectural and Furniture Exhibi- 
tion may be obtained from the Secretariat-General, 3 rue 
de la Boverie, Liége ; and for the Building Materials Sec- 
tion from the Secretary, 55 rue Monulphe, Liége. 








London University Site. 


ment was held 
London 





A meeting of London Members of Pat 
on the 25th inst. a deputation from the 
County Council which urged the desirability of selecting 
Holland House Estate as the London University 
The deputation included Captain Swinton, Sir William 
Collins, Mr. Hudson Lyall, and Mr. A. F. Buxton. It was 
suggested that the Holland House Estate, with the addi 
tional 15 acres on which an option could be secured, was 
much to be preferred to the Bloomsbury site offered by the 
The meeting was rrupted by the divi- 


i to have al 


to rec eive 


site for 





Government. 
sion bell and the London members pro 
other meeting to go fully into the matter 
District Surveyors. 

Consent has been given under section 142 
Building Act, 1894, to the appointment of 
District Surveyors 

The appointments of Mr. 8. F. Monier- Williams 
FE. Marsland and Mr. W. J. Hardcastle [F 
veyors for St. Pancras, Camberwell and Westminster West. 
from Sth 


mdon 


of the L 
ighteen di puty 
A.1|, Mr. 
, District Sur- 
respectively, have been extended for 
May, 27th and 3rd July, 1921, respectively 
Mr. C. W. Surrey [A.j, District Survevor of We 
South, has been appointed interim District Surveyor of 


one 


tminster 


to the administration 


strict of West- 


Chelsea, and consent has been given 
of the latter district from his office in the d 


minster South, viz., No. 22, Buckingham Gate, 8.W.1 
The London County Council is 1 mmended by its 
Building Acts Committee to increase as fi he Ist Oct 
ber the fees payable to the District Surveyors under the 
London Building Acts by 25 per cent. This is in addition 


to the 25 per cent. increase provide 
General Powers Bill. 





LEGAL, 


Government Buildings, Ottawa, Competition : 
Competitors’ Action for Breach of Contract: Judgment. 


E KIn¢ 


SAXE AND ARCHIBALD v. TH 


] 
liminary ¢ 


This action out of the pre 
promoted by the Canadian Government under an Order in 
Council in 1913 for plans for proposed Departmental and 
Courts Buildings, Ottawa, the plaintiffs, Messrs and 
Archibald, by a petition of right, seeking to re¢ the 
sum of 100,200 dollars as damages resulting from an alleged 
breach of contract between themselves and the Crown. The 
case was heard before Mr. Justice Audette in the Exchequet 
Court of Canada on the 23rd and 25th May last, and judg- 
ment was delivered on the 2nd June. Mr. Eugéne Lafleur, 
K.C., and Mr. Gregor Barclay appeared for the plaintiffs, 
and Mr. Thibaudeau Rinfret, K.¢ was retained by the 
Council of the Royal Institute to assist the plaintiffs and 
generally to watch the interests of architects. The Attorney 
General, the Hon. C. J. Doherty, appeared for the Crown. 

From the statement of claim it appeared that in August 
1913 the Canadian Government advertised for designs in a 
preliminary competition for the proposed buildings, com- 
petitors to be British subjects practising in the British 
Empire. The Government had appointed Messrs. T. E. 
Colleutt, J. H. G. Russell, and J. O. Marchand to draw up 
the conditions and instructions and to 
The conditions stated that from the designs submitted in 
the preliminary competition six would be chosen by the 
assessors, and the authors would be invited to submit more 
mature designs in a final competition, for which the five 
unsuccessful competitors would each receive an honora- 
rium of 3,000 dollars. The author of the design placed 


arose ym petition 


saxe 


over 


act aS assessors. 
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first would be entrusted with the work, which the Gover 
ment intended carrying out at once, at the usual commis 
sionof 5 per cent. If, however, no instructions were give) 
successful architect to proceed within twelve month 
from the date of his selection, or if the proposed work wei 
abandoned, then the selected architect would receive pay 
m ofasum equal to ] } per cent. on the estimated expel! 
diture. The designs in the first competition were to |} 

lelivered in Ottawa by the 2nd April 1914, and the awar 
was to be made within twenty-five days of the date fix: 


to th 


ment 


for receiving the designs, 

(bout sixty sets of drawings were sent in, and the asses 
sors made their choice of six. On the 16th April th 
Minister of Public Works announced in Parliament that the 
vssessors had given their decision. No official notification, 
however, was made to the successful competitors, and, not 


withstanding the condition that the designs were to be kep 
secret, the whole of the drawings sent in were publicly exhi- 
bitedinthe Parliament House. Intheaward the architect 
were designated by numbers only, and the Minister took 
no steps to ascertain the names of the successful architects 
the names ever published. The competition th 


hor were 


came to a stop, and no opportunity has ever been given t 
the selected architects to submit final designs. Messrs 
Saxe and Archibald therefore charged the Governme: 


with breach of contract, and prayed for a condemnation f: 
damages in the amount above mentioned—which repre 
sented their professional charge, under the Architects 
Tariff for the Province of Quebec, of 1 per 
10,000,000 dollars, the estimated cost of the buildings, fo: 
preparing and furnishing preliminary plans. It was agree 
that, in order to avoid costs, only their case would be sub 
mitted, and that in the meantime the Government would 
waive any plea of prescription. 

The case finally resolved itself into four questions—viz., 
(1) Whether there had been a contract. (2) Whether thers 
had been a breach of such contract by the Crown; (3) 
Whether the contract had been abandoned. (4) Whether 
the contract, even if it existed, binding upon thi 
Crown in view of the fact that no previous appropriations 
by Parliament had sanctioned the intended expenditure. 

Mr. Justice Audette, in delivering judgment, cited the 
Order in Council of 14th April under which advertisements 
were issned and provision made for appointing assessors 
ind defining their and duties. That Order in 
Council his Lordship held to be the foundation and only 
source from which the assessors derived their authority. 
The Order in Council provided that the five most successful 

ympetitors would furnish their preliminary designs and 
would be entitled to be paid 2,000 dollars each after com- 
pleting the working plans prepared after the second com- 
petition. Then after the second competition the best out 
of the five would be employed to carry out the work. 
Clause 6 of the conditions materially departed from the 
Order in Council in providing that the assessors were “ to 
select from the preliminary sketches siz designs,* the 
authors of which are to be invited to submit final designs, 
and each of the five unsuccessful architects submitting a 
design in accordance with these conditions shall receive an 
honorarium of 3,000 do!lars.”” That part of the conditions 
which purported to change the terms of the Order in Coun- 
cil was ulira vires, null and void. It was beyond the power 
of both the Minister and the assessors to vary and change 
the remuneration of the successful competitor. 

Dealing with the plaintiffs’ claim of 100,200 dollars, his 
Lordship said that if the plaintiffs were entitled to recover, 
the other five competitors who were in the same position 
would also be entitled to recover upon the same basis. 
Hence the total amount the Crown would be called upon to 
pay under the advertisement inviting preliminary sketches 
would be 601,200 dollars and even then would not have 
working plans to start the erection of the buildings. His 


cent. o1 


was 


powers 


* Counsel for the Crown admitted that the number was given in the 
conditions as six, but that he did not intend raising any objection to it 


























R.I.B.A. TRAVELLING CARD 


wordship asked if that could be said to be the meaning, the 
pirit of the contract which resulted from the advertise- 
nent? If in the light of the evidence an absurd result 
would be arrived at by adopting a certain construction, the 
ourt must be zealous to reach another conclusion by a 
easonable and sensible construction of the intentions of 
he parties to the instrument ( Yates v. The Queen). Under 
uch circumstances if there was a reasonable and sensible 
onstruction of this alleged contract, and also an absurd 
ne, the Court should lean to the reasonable and sensible 
onstruction apart from anything else. 

The solution of the controversy, however, his Lordship 
iid, could be readily arrived at from a legal standpoint. 
Under the Order in Council all that the successful com peti- 
ors were entitled to recover, as a prize, was 3,000 dollars 
for their successful preliminary designs, after they had 
heen completed, under the second competition, by working 
plans. Asa condition precedent to any one of the success- 
ful competitors in the preliminary competition to become 
entitled to the 3,000 dollars, the award of the assessors was 
subject to the approval of the Minister of Public Works, 
ind there was no evidence that the Minister had ever 
ipproved of the award or had ever been asked to do so by 
the plaintiffs. Only one of the architects chosen in the 
preliminary competition could in the result be successful, 
und the plaintiffs could not succeed because the assessors 
were not bound to accept their plans. As a further con- 
dition precedent to any enforceable obligation arising in 
favour of the architect who submitted the best preliminary 
plans (a matter which still remained undetermined) there 
must take place a final competition, and the final plans 
must also have received the approval of the Minister of 
Public Works. Stilla third condition precedent prevented 
the plaintiffs recovering —viz., there were now six success- 
ful competitors ; but if in the final competition the plain 
tiffs were ranked last, or sirth, they would be out of court 
entirely, because the Order in Council only provided for 
the first five competitors, and the Order in Council must 
prevail over the conditions, and yet the rank of the plain 
tiffs had never been determined and there was nothing to 
show where the plaintiffs stood. 

Dealing with the question whether or not there were 
reasonable grounds for not proceeding more expeditiously 
with the scheme, his Lordship said the Court had a right to 
take judicial notice of the great war, and he found that the 
Crown was absolutely justified in not proceeding with the 
scheme, which would involve an expenditure of several 
millions of dollars, at a time when the Exchequer was over- 
hurdened with the debts the war. He 
found that those circumstances operated as an impossibility 
of performance, and that the plaintiffs were not entitled to 
any portion of the relief sought; but through the benevo- 
lence of the Crown expressing its willingness to pay them 
000 dollars, there would be judgment accordingly. The 
offer to pay 3,000 dollars was made by the statement in 
defence, and it should carry costs to the plaintiffs up to 
that stage of the ease. All other claims set up by the 
plaintiffs would be dismissed without costs to either party. 


occasioned by 








R.I.B.A. Travelling Card. 

Members, Licentiates, Students and 
desiring facilities to sketch, measure, or otherwise 
examine notable buildings or monuments in the British 
Isles in pursuit of their studies can obtain from the 
Institute a travelling card available fora stated period, 
\pplications for the card must be made in writing to 
the Secretary R.I.B.A. Cards for travel abroad were 
instituted a great many years ago, but those now 
issued for use in the United Kingdom are a recent in- 
novation and due to a suggestion of Mr. Ernest New- 


ton, C.B.E., R.A. [F.|. 


Probationers 
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THE EXAMINATIONS. 
The Intermediate. 
Examination, qualifying for 
registration as Student R.I.B.A., was held in London 
from the 10th to the 16th June. Of the forty-six 
candidates who presented themselves sixteen passed 
and thirty were relegated. The successful candidates 
are as follows, the names being given in order of merit 
as placed by the Examiners : 
Cuester: Harold William [?. 1920], Emberfield, Broom 
toad, Hampton Wick, Middlesex. 

Burton: fustace Harry |! P?. 1920], | Royal York Crescent, 
Clifton, Bristol. 
CONOLLY Harold if, 

Wakefield. 
Keay: Cyril Francis McLaren [P. 
toad, Leicester, 
OsBORNE: Cyril Charles George | ?. 1912], Dept. of Archi- 
tecture, The University, Sheftield. 
LANDFR: Felix James |P. 1913], 157 
Letchworth. 

WERRY William John | P?. 1920], 33° Hubert 
Ham, E.6. 

ParRKER: John Herbert | 7?. 1916], Victoria Hotel, Exeter. 

STEELE: Harold Looks by | P. 1914], 87 Victoria Street, 
S.W.1. 

Cock: John Charles Pascoe | ?. 1913], 8 Maristow Avenue, 
Devonport. 

Kemp: Sidney James, M.M.[/. 1919], 118 Albany Street, 
Regent’s Park, N.W.1. 

Watson: Edwin | ?. 1917], 60 Orchard Road, 
Birmingham, 

MercaLre: John 
dens, Cardiff. 

PieELDSEND: Henry [P. 1915], ** Masons’ 
worth, Pontefract, York. 

WRIGLEY Fred Hildred | P. 
Stanley Road, Wakefield. 

EASDALE: Robert Geoffrey | P. 1920), 
Smawthorne Lane, Castleford, Yorks. 


The Intermediate 


1920], Werneth House, Walton, 


L917 Danes Hill 


> on 





Road, 


Baldock 





toad, East 


Erdington, 


Armstrong |?. 1920], 29 Ruthin Gar 


Arms,” Ack 


Savile Terrace, 


1921], 1 


* Ardenholme,” 


The Final and Special. 
The Final and Special Examinations, qualifying for 
candidature as Associate R.1I.B.A., were held in 
London from the 23rd to the 30th June. Of the 22 
candidates admitted, 9 passed the entire examination, 
l passed Part I. (having elected, in accordance with 
the Regulations, to take the Examination in two 
parts), and the remaining twelve were relegated, The 
successful candidates are as follows : 
Ferguson: Robert Wemyss [S. 1911], 
toad, Blackford Hill, Edinburgh. 

HeNDERSON: James Murdoch Dalziel [Special], 1 Holm 
ston Road, Ayr. 

INGHAM: Lawrence William [S. 1907], 1 
Sutton, Co. Dublin. 

Kerr: James Aubrey |Special}, ¢/o Architectural 
ciation, 35 Bedford Square, W.C, 

Master: Chimanlal Motiram [S. 1919], 21 
Road, N.W.6. 

PLUMLEY Donald John Grant [Special], 38 Margravine 
Gardens, Baron’s Court, W.14. 

TeLLeryY: Frank Ignatz [Special], 16 Ormonde Mansions, 
106 Southampton Row, W.C. 

WILKINSON: Fred [S, 1916], 
Keighley. 

WILLIAMSON : 

MacDONALD: 
Hampstead, N.W.3. 


$1 Ladysmith 


Strathmore, 
Asso- 


Birchington 


162 Long Lee Terrace, 
John [Special], County Hall, Cardiff. 
Alister Gladstone [S. 1921], 9 Howitt Road, 


Passed in Part I. 
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The Special War Examination. 


The Special War Examination (for Students whose 
studies had been interrupted by the war) was held in 
London from the 4th to the 8th July. Of the 122 
candidates admitted 106 passed and 16 were relegated. 
The successful candidates are as follows 


ApaMs: Ernest Harry, 3. Beatri Avenue, Norbury. 
S.W.16. 

ArMstronG: Edward Joseph, Lendal Chambers, York. 

ATKIN-BerRY: Henry Gordon, 16 Eaton Terrace, S.W.1 

AuLp: Alexander Cosmo Smith, 7 Milton Road, N.6 

SAILEY Clarence Howard, 37 Northview Drive, West 


cliff-on-Sea. 
BARBER: Cecil, 76 Kirkstall Lane, Kirkstall, Leeds 
BARNETT: Richard Reginald, 13 Grafton Road, Acton, 
W.3. 
3aTTY: John, 145 Dover Road, Northfleet, Kent 
Batzer: Albert Edward, 7 Hobart Pla 
Gardens, S.W. 


(rrosvenol 


SICKERTON: Walter Crane, 16 Lower Oxford Street, 
Castleford, Yorks. 
3LACKETT: Johnson, 45 Pool Bank, Port Sunlight. 


Cheshire. 
3LOMFIELD : 
Bottine : Milton, Suncroft, Pollard Road, 
Bowes: Trevor Straker, 103 

Park, Cardiff. 

IRADEN?: Keith Arnold, Rosedene, 8S. Woodford, Essex. 
BRIDGMAN: Gerald Soudon, Carlyon,. 
Paignton. 


Austin, 51 Frognal, Hampstead, N.W.3. 
Mitcham. 


Connaught Road, Roath 


BROADBENT: Godfrey Lionel, 23 St. Peter's Mount, 
Bramley, Leeds. 
Brown: Kenneth Henderson, 22 Desswood Place, Abe 


deen. 
BROWN: 
BRYAN: 

smith, W.6. 


Leonard John, 172 Ribblesdale Road, S.W.16 
Albert, 17 Rosedew Road, Hammer- 


(jeorge 


Burcess: Haydn Mervyn Rhys, 29 Richard Street, 
Cilfynydd, Pontypridd. 

Butter: Cecil George, 28 Vereker Road. Baron’s Court, 
W. 

ButTtin : Frederick George Montague, Naseby Wood- 


berry Way, N. Finchley, N.12. 


CAMPBELL: John, 54 Hill Street, Withington, Manchester. 


Carter: Charles Shirley, 124 Sunnyhill Road, Streatham, 
S.W. 
CHALLEN: Harold Bertram, 73 Oakhill Road, Putney, 


S.W.15. 
(HANNON: Eric Usher, 34 Bedford Square, W.C.1 


et, Tafis Well, 


CHARLTON: Ernest Stewart, 16 Garth Str 
Glam. 
CHeers: Wilfroy Anson, * Pinemoor,’” Cornwall Road, 


Harrogate. 

Cuitp: Frederick Austin, 15 Albion Road, 

CLARK: tobert Gibson, The Gardens, F 
Bridge, Huddersfield. 

CoLLins: Owen H., 61 Old Broad Street, E.( 

CooKsEY: Reginald Arthur, ¢/o Architectural Association, 
34 Bedford Square, W.C.1 


North Shields. 
Hall, Fenay 


CrRossMAN: Cyril John, 4 The Grove, Blackheath, 8S. E.10. 

DARBYSHIRE: Thomas Schofield, 173 Crowborough Road, 
Tooting Common, S.W. 

Davres: Idris, Hillwood, Lyonsdown Road, New Barnet. 

DAWBARN: Graham Richards, 8 Station Road, Sidcup. 

DAWSON : Harvey Alexander, 35 Great James Street, 


W.C.1. 


Dean: Francis Moorhouse, 22 Kilmartin Avenue, Nor- 
bury, S. W.16. 

DonNALD: James, Robert Gordon’s Technical College, 
Aberdeen. 

DrRaKE: Francis Milverton, State Buildings, P.W.M., 


Cairo. 
DURAND: 


Arthur Henry, 22 Orchard Street, W 
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Easton: John Murray, Ulster Chambers, 168 Regent 
Street, W.1. 

EBeRLIN: Albert Edgar, 16 Park Terrace, Nottingham. 

EpriLte: Cecil Jacob, 3 Seymour Mansions, Boscomb: 


Road, W.12. 


Fawcett: George Herbert, 102 Westborough, Seay 
borough. 

ForsHaw: John Henry, Merridale, Burscough Road, 
Ormskirk, Lanes. 

FREAR: Ernest, 110 Radcliffe Road, West Bridgford, 
Notts. 

Frew: James Allen, Burngreen, Kilsyth, Scotland. 

GALE: George Alex, 19 Highbury Terrace, N.5, 


GALLIE: Charles Robertson, Robert Gordon’s Technical 
College, Aberdeen. 

GRESSWELL: Hugh, 77 Huron Road, Balham, S. W.17. 

HARMAN: George Thomas, ** The Myrtles,’? The Avenue, 
St. Margarets-on-Thames. 

Harris: Morgan Rhys Howell, Leicester House, 6 Bed 
ford Place, W.C.1. 

Harvey: John Lyne, 74 Longridge Road, Earl’s Court, 


S. W.5. 
Hepcrs: Walter Frederick, P.W.D. Accra, Gold Coast 
Colony. 
Heysuam: Terence Ernest, 44 Lancaster Road, S.E.27. 
Hitt: Oliver, 23 Golden Square, W.1. 


Hinwoop: Neville, Lyford, Park Farm Road, Kingston 
on-Thames. 

Hiorns: Percival Theodore, 16 Oakfield Road, Stroud 
Green, N.4. 

Hortu: Harold Edwin, 21 Salisbury Street, Hull. 

HUMPHRY Harold Walter, Holmewood, Marius 
Balham, S. W.17. 

Hunt: Stanley, Richmond 


Clapton, E.5. 


Road, 


House, 11 toad, 


Powell 


Hype: Sidney, 97 Moray Road, Finsbury Park, N.4. 

JACKSON: Reginald, | South Esplanade, Peckitt Street, 
York. 

JOHNSON: Frank Leslie, 43 Courthope Road, Hampstead, 
N. W.S. 

Jones: Harold, Bierton, near Aylesbury, Bucks. 

Lamb: Herbert Arthur John, 26 Porchester Square, W.2. 

LECKENBY: Cecil, 7 Cameron Grove, York. 

LoGaN: James, M.C., 68 Torrington Square, W.C.1. 

Mann: William Roderick John, 2 Lorne Terrace, Sunder 
land. 


Matuews: Benjamin Kenny Ollard, 7 Montpelier Row, 
Blackheath, S.E. 

MavGer: Paul Victor Edison, 2504 Gloucester Terrace, 
W.2. 

MraLaNnpd: Henry Anthony, University College, Gower 
Street, W.C. 

MEIKLE: Joseph Abraham, 9 Cautley Avenue, Clapham 
Common, S.W. 

Menpuaw: John 
Road, W.2. 

Mircuett: George Angus, 4 Dermount Terrace, Aberdeen. 

MURRAY Keith Day Pearce, ¢/o Architectural Asso- 
ciation, 35 Bedford Square, W C.1. 

NEEDHAM: Charles William Cashmore, 29 High Ousegate, 
York. 

PreKFoRD: Leonard, 108 
Common, S.W. 

PINFOLD: Stanley, 317 Camden Road, N.7. 

PLepGe: Charles Terry, 88 Algernon Road, Ladywell, 
S.E. 


Bernard, 4 Salem Mansions, Moscow 


Fernside Road, Wandsworth 


Prosser: Donald Sydney, 6 Harvist Road, N.W.6. 

Quick: Norman Dennis, Leicester House, 6 Bedford 
Place, W.C. 

RipGe: Thomas, Bank Chambers, Oswestry. 

Suarpe: Francis George, “ Ingleholme,’ Brockley View, 
S.E.23. 

SHEPPARD: Everard, c/o 
sedford Square, W.C.1. 

SKINNER: Cedric George, 25 Sutherland Place, W.2. 


Architectural Association, 35 
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SvwaLb: William, 734 South Side, Clapham Common, S. W.4. 
“weLL: Alfred, 21 Tollington Place, N.4. 

SouTAR: Charles Geddes, 10 Reform Street, Dundee. 
SraABLEFORD: Charles Henry, 26 Hotham Road, Putney, 


S.W.15. 

SrocKER: Alexander, 35 Waldemar Avenue, Fulham, 
S.W.6. 

STREETER: Frederick Robert, 41 Westbourne Gardens, 


Bayswater, W. 

SUNDERLAND: Cyril, 23 York Crescent, King Cross, 
Halifax. 

SyKES: Mark Neville, 75 Cardigan Road, Leeds. 

Symonps: James Blakeney, 111-113 Denmark Hill, 8. E.5 

TayLtor: Wm. John, Robert Gordon's Technical College, 
Aberdeen. 

lowLE: Charles Raymond, ¢/o Architectural Association, 
35 Bedford Square, W.C. 

Waite: Raymond Charles, 4 Bierton Hill, Aylesbury. 

WiLLIAMS: Leo John, c/o Architectural Association, 35 
Bedford Square, W.C.1. 

Wincu: Kenneth Mark, 56 Stevenage Road, Fulham, 
S. W.6. 

Wiseman: Arthur Eric, 15 Glebe Road, Chelmsford. 

Yeats: John, 13 Springbank Terrace, Aberdeen, 

Youna: Cedric John Mathieson, 42 Tay Street, Perth. 

Youne: Frederic Newall, 34 Bedford Square, W.C.1. 

The Board have recommended that the Ashpitel Prize 
he awarded to Mr. L. W. Ingham, of Dublin, he being the 
candidate who has most highly distinguished himself in the 
Final Examination ; and that the Thesis mark of distine- 
tion be given to Mr. F. I. Tellery, of London. 


, 





The Final: Alternative Problems in Design. 
Subject LVITI. 

(a) Across a roadway in an 
important town, 15 yards 
wide between the curbs, with 
pavements 15 feet on either 
side ina street, it is proposed 
to erect a (temporary) Trt- 
UMPHAL ARCH, in honour of 
the King, who is to pass that 
way forsomecommemorative 
occasion. The materials used are to be wood for the struc- 
ture and plaster for the decoration. Colour may be used. 
Show the method of construction, as well as the finished 
effect. 

Drawings: 
!-inch scale. 

(6) A Hosten For 50 WomeN StTuDENTs in connection 
with a University College in a provincial town. Common 
room, dining room, library, two small parlours (one for the 
superintendent), cubicle bedrooms, kitchen and accommo- 
dation for staff. 

Drawings: }-inch scale ; 3-inch details, 

Subject LIX. 

(2) A City Square, 150 yards W. to E. and 75 yards 
N. to S., is to be laid out as a garden—to be turfed and 
planted with trees and shrubs—the west side to have a long 
stone colonnaded shelter with seats: provide a drinking 
fountain. The site was at one time a reservoir and the 
ceneral area is therefore 3 feet lower than the streets. The 
square is surrounded by streets 50 feet wide. Those on the 
east and west run through the square. Lay-out to 32 feet 
toaninch. Colonnade to }-inch and 4-inch scale. 

(6) A METEOROLOGICAL STATION at the seaside, standing 
near the base of a pier and comprising two offices, a 
tower for anemometer and a seamen’s club (not residential) 
with bureau of information as to weather, shipping, etc., 
which is to be connected, by wire, with a wireless station. 

Drawings: }-inch scale and }-inch details, with block 
plan to 34-inch scale, showing relation to pier. 





}-inch scale, with key plan and elevation to 


Subject LX. 

(a) A Loca Museum is to be built ina country town 
there are no antiquities to be housed—museum to contain 
collections of the fauna (stuffed) and flora (painted) and 
insects in cabinets ; and there is to bea library to hold the 
books dealing with the locality. Spaces in the Library for 
portraits of local celebrities must be taken into account. 

Drawings: }-inch scale with 41-inch seale details, in- 
cluding a roof section. 7 

(46) A Vittace Pusriic Hatt set back 5 yards from the 
high road, to seat 200, capable of being used also for dra- 
matic and cinematographic entertainments. Connected 
with this isto be a matrons’ meeting room: kitchen to be 
used as a room for instruction in cookery; scullery and 
other offices ; boys’ workshop to hold two carpenter's 
benches and two lathes ; caretaker’s residence ; heating by 
radiators , lighting and cooking by gas. 

Drawings: 4-inch seale and 4-inch details. 

Dates for Submission of De signs in 1921-22. 
Subj. LVILT. Subj. LIX. Subj. LX. 


United Kingdom 31st Aug. 3ist Oct. 3st Dec. 
Johannesbure Bist Oct. 3lst Dee. 28th Feb. 
Me! bourne 30th Nov. 3lst Jan. 3ist Mar. 


3st Jan. 
30th Nov. 


30th Nov. 
30th Sept. 


3ist Mar. 
3lst Jan. 


Sydney 
Tore nto 








Architectural Association School of Architecture. 

The following awards of Prizes are announced :— 
PusLic Scuoon ENTRANCE SCHOLARSHIP, value £63. 

R. T. Westenday (Charterhouse). 

OPEN ENTRANCE SCHOLARSHIP, Value £63.—W. E. Palmer 

(Royal Masonic School). 

A. A. Essay Prize, open to all Students, value £10 10s, 

Miss I. M. Chambers. 

First YEAR COURSE: 

Ist Prize, ** Howard Colls”’? Travelling Studentship, 

value £15 15s.—A. E. Cameron. 

2nd Prize, Books, value £5 5s.—R. F. Orfeur. 

Art Subjects, value £3 3s.—R. F. Orfeur. 

General Progress Books, value £2 2s.—E. Walmsley 

Lewis. 
Scholarship tenable for one year in Second Year Course, 
value £63.—L. J. Young. 
SeconpD YEAR COURSE: 
Ist Prize, A. A. Travelling Studentship, value £26 5s. 
R. E. Enthoven. 

2nd Prize, Books, value £10 10s.—Hon. H. A. Pakington. 

Art Subjects, Books, value £5 5s.—R. E. Enthoven. 

General Progress Books, value £3 3s.—A. S. Knott. 

Scholarship tenable for one year in Third Year Course, 

value £63.—L. R. Hiscock. 
Tutrp YEAR COURSE: 
Ist Prize, ** Henry Florence ” 
value £50.—J. C. Shepherd. 
2nd Prize, Books, value £21.—C. G. C. Hyslop. 

3rd Prize, Books, value £15 15s.—C. S. White. 

General Progress Books, value £5 5s. M. R. H. Harris. 
Henry Jarvis’ Scholarship given by R.I.B.A., value 
£50,— KE. U. Channon. 

* Alec Stanhope Forbes”? Prize for best colour work 
during year, Books, value £5.—K. D. P. Murray. 

S« holarship tenable for one year in 4th Year Graduate 

D. Petrovitch. 


Travelling Studentship, 


Course, value £63. 
FourtH YEAR COURS! 
Design, Ist Prize, value £5 5s. Miss E. G. Cooke. 
W. Percik. 
Construction, value £5 5s.—N. C. Mackey. 
Colour, value £3 3s.—Cecil Smith. 
FirtH YEAR COURSE: 
Design, value £5 5s.—Stanley Natusch. 
Town Planning, Ist Prize, value £55s.—Stanley Natusch. 
2nd Prize, value £3 3s.—C. M. Masters. 


2nd Prize, value £3 3s. 
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A. A. DipLomMaAs awarded to Stanley Natusch, J. H. White, 


Bernard George. 

A. A. Prize in Design awarded A. J. Saise at the Roval 
West of England Academy 1 of Architecture 
(affliated with the Architectural Association) 


Scho 


University of London: The Bartlett School of Architecture. 


The following awards have been mad: 

Leve r Prizes. In Architecture. a R. 
Planning——First : W. Harding 
E. C. Tasker. 

Donaldson Silver Medal. A. G. Macdonald 

Herbert Batsford Prize.—J. B. Cooper 

Andrew Taylor Prizes.—Second Year St 
kins. Third Year Student: S. Hyd« 

Ronald Jones  Prizes.— Renaissance Jenk 
Medieval: C. P. J. Fahy. 

Certificates in Architecture, recognised by 
Institute as exempting from the Intermediate 
tion, have been obtained by 

Gwendolen M. Adshead, H. G. Blizz 

J. Bunee, W. C. Childs, V. G. Co: 

» E. Edmunds, C. P. J. Fahy, G. H. ; ; 
*, Jenkins, J. L. Kelf, E. Kirby, A. L nott, W ; 
Law, H. Lewin, Breta G. Merrylees, Minty, S. L. 
Palmer, P. N. Patker, L. F. Shroff, J. R. M. Simpson, 
L. L. T. Sloot, E. R. Taylor, Katharine M. Wallis, 0. M. 
Welsh, T. J. R. Winn, F. T. Winter. 

Certificates in Town Planning have been obtained by 
H. A. Mealand, E. C. Tasker, R. W. Vanes, R. B. Walker 
(with distinetion). 


Dert. In Town 


Thompson. Second: 


udent: 
iis. 


Royal 
Examina 


MINUTES, XVII, 

At a Special General Meeting summoned by the 
under By-law 65 and held Monday, 4th July 1921, at 8 p.m. 

Present: Mr. H. V. Lanchester, Past Vice-President, in 
the Chair; 27 Fellows (including 6 members of the Council), 
3L Associates (including 1 member of the Council), and 4 
Licentiates—the Minutes of the Meeting held 20th June 
were taken as read and signed as correct. 

The Hon. Secretary announced the death of Sir Herbert 
Bartlett, member of the firm of Messrs. Perry & Co., Build 
ing Contractors, and referred to his benefactions to archi 
f Architecture, 


Council 


tecture as founder of the Bartlett School 
University of London. 

The death was also announced of Robert Pledge Notley, 
elected Associate in 1868 and Fellow in 1873, and for many 
years District Surveyor of St. Matthew’s, Bethnal Green, 
and a member of the R.I. B.A. Board of Statutory Exam 
iners. 

The regrets of theInstitute for the loss of these gentlemen 
Minutes of the Meeting. 
accordance with notice, formally 


was ordered to be entered on the 

The Chairman, in 

moved the following resolutions ; 

(1) That Clause 9 of the Seale of Professi 
altered to read as follows: ‘** In the case 
schemes and laying out estates special arrangements 
may be required in exceptional circumstances, but for 
ordinary purposes the scales of fees are the same as 
those set out in the Ministry of Health’s General 
Housing Memoranda No. 31, No. 51/D and No. 52.” 

(2) That the Ministry of Health’s General Housing 
Memoranda No. 31, No. 51/D and No. 52, setting out 
the fees payable to architects in connection with State 
aided housing schemes, as agreed with the Ministry of 
Health by the R.I.B.A. and the Society of Architects, 
be incorporated as an Appendix to the Scale of Pro 
fessional Charges published in the R.I. B.A. KALENDAR, 

Mr. James S. Gibson [ F. onded the motion. 

Mr. Herbert A. Welch [ A. 

the matter be referred back to the Council for further con- 
sideration. 


nal Charges be 
of housing 


moved as an amendment that 
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Mr. W. G. Watkins [A.| having seconded, a discussion 
ensued, and the amendment having been put to the vote 
was declared lost. 

Mr. Sydney Perks [F.| moved as an amendment * That 
this General Meeting declines to alter the Seale of Charge 
by approving Memoranda D and calls on the 
Council to repudiate the statement that the Royal Institute 
of British Architects had agreed to them.” 

Mr.G. H. Kennard | F. | having seconded, the amendment 
Was put to the Meeting and carried nem. con. 

The amendment was then put as the substantive motion 


52 and 5l 


and carried. 
The proceedings closed at 10.10 p.m. 





The Meeting convened for the 27th June to contirm 
Resolutions amending By-laws relating to Hon. Associates 
did not take place, the quorum required by By-law 58 not 
having been constituted. The Resolutions will be brought 
new 


up again early in the SCSSION, 


Appointment. 
The President of the Royal Institute has been appointed 
\ Vice-President of the Public Works, Roads and Transport 
Congress to be held from 17th to 25th November 1921. 


Professional Announcements. 

Mr. H. D. Searles-Wood [F.] has transferred his office 
from 157 Wool Exchange, Coleman Street, to Painters’ Hall 
Chambers, 8 Little Trinity Lane, E.C.4. Telephone : 
Central 2365. 

Mr. H. S. East [-1.] has left England for Tasmania, and 
his address in future will bec/othe Union Bank of Australia, 
Launceston, Tasmania. 

Mr. Cyril A. Farey 
1? Hart Street, Bloomsbury, W.C. 
DOSS. : 

Mr. W.'T. Loveday [d.} has opened an office at 28 Albert 
street, Rughy. 

Mr. Edwin J. Dod | A.] notifies change of address from 
Exchange Buildings, to 51 North John Street, Liverpool. 
Telephone: Bank 3479, 

Mr. Henry J. Chetwood [F.] has transferred his oftice 
from 5 Bedford Row to L Montague Street, Russell Square, 
W.C.1. Telephone: Museum 196, 

The Architects’ and Surveyors’ Assistants’ Professional 
Union have removed from Sanctuary House, Tothill Street, 
to 36 Victoria Street, Westminster. 


|.4.] has transferred his office to 
Telephone : Museum 


Erratum. 


Notice of Nicholas Hawksmoor, p. 485: 
land, read Castle Howard, Yorkshire. 


for Castle Howard, Cumber- 


A young Danish Architect now in this country is desirous of entering 
an architect's office for the purpose of gaining experience in English work 
Has a good knowledge of construction and design. Was for 18 months 
at the School of Architecture of the Royal Academy, Copenhagen 
Address Box 471, c/o Secretary R.1.B.A., 9, Conduit Street, W. 

ASSOCIATE, in private practice, during temporary slackness of business 
wishes to get into touch with more fortunate members of the profession 
who, unwilling to temporarily increase their staffs, would be glad to 
employ the services of a draughtsman through postal channels. Reter- 
ences if desired.—Address Box 123, c/o Secretary R.I.B.A. 

\.R.1.B.A. ex-officer desires appointment. In addition to architect ure 
qualified to undertake research, secretarial, and publicity work. Exten- 
sive experience in housing. Highest references given.—Address Box 671, 
c/o Secretary R.I.B.A. 

ASSISTANT Architect seeks post abroad; preferably Near 
A.R.I.B.A.: unmarried.—Address Box 187, c/o Secretary R.1.B.A. 

FURNISHED Office, ground floor, Belgrave Road, near Victoria Station ; 
¢2 2s, per week; electric light and phone; quarterly tenancy.—Appl) 
(;. De Wilde, c/o Secretary R.I.B.A. 

POSITION as Office Boy in an Architect’s Office wanted for youth of 16 
with taste fordraughtsmanship. Salary required 15s. perweek. Address 
Box 257, c/o Secretary R.I.B.A. 

\ FIRM of Architects having commodious offices in Russell Square, with 
more accommodation than they require, would be glad to share same with 
other Architects, subject to approval of their landlords. One or two good 
sized North lighted rooms, each with store cupboard, could be allotted, at 
1 rental of £65 per annum per room, including central heating, electri: 
i Address Box 271, c/o Secretary R.LB.A. 


Kast ; 


lighting and cleaning. 





